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Dec,, 1, 1988 

Lee ;.1,, Thomas, Admin.istra'tor 
En.viormental Protect:Lon 
Lt.Gl S .. W 
ldashJ..n.st..o::-1, D .. C, 20~.6U 

I vJ.gorousl;;.r oppose the du.mpi:1.g of toxic 1,.xastes at, .Ford J:lotor Company' •3 

mine located on Oe:k;,rood Bm1.levard" l~,llen ParkJ Jtl chi<;an This 
s.rea i.s :in th(_; midst of tf.10usand~'5 of r·esidenceE~ and businesses, 

The 
of t.he 
affect 

of life i.u these United 
' ' tl!ll- t .. l.gnora.nce ang_iprorer co~1 ro..L 
our water} aj,r.~ land, etc" 

I a.rn e.gainst the D,i·L,IL. of 
Company to use the above·· mentioned 

States j_s 
of practices 

granting a permit to Ford..Hotor 
site for the dumpin::;/storing of 

toxic wastes .. , 'Il-Jis is a beautiful land; l.etw§ protect and preserve i.t 

/~J /_;lU// 
(;.lf_t'lfi::i;':..C~9'f'£L(!a----·­
Che.rlotte l:(ovacs 
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r~~rr. Lee 'Thomas/Administrator, 
Envior:rnnental t'rotection Agency, 
401 11/g.'lf. 
Viashington, D.C. 20L~6o. 

Dear .Admin.is era tor: 

Decembo.r 1, 1988. 

i.,.·,Je ars protesti1.'!g th0 approval of the F1o~r:d Motor G.._;npany site for disposing 

toxic Haste at the Allen Park clay mine. f'ord Eotor Company cannot be trusted 

1dhen they say that this smte is s!'),fe. Hm-wver in 1oeo.11t;y hoH are they to knm-1 that? 

Are they ·";:X.pGrts J.n toxic \·Taste?? NO, I b.arcLL:r doctb·c tb.at. 

~His site is the only proposed toxic v1aste site within such a proximity of 

residen.tial hoYJGs thrn11,f~;h·:Jut yhe ·u.s~ .. ~,.(!l 

lf Ford }'lotoi' Compa.ny really ~;.yas concernec. in th.e q_1).ality of human life, 

they ~t-Joulcl coDsider an al"Gernate site~ 

I run asking you and enc(~-uring ~you to vigorously oppose this :Jroposed vJa'Ste 

site. rl1hanlc1nr~; you in ac.tvance for turning dovrn the a·,nproval of this site. 

CC: 

H.epreserJ.tatj_ve J. Dingel, 
2221 Rayburn ufflce !31dg., 
Washington D~C$ 20515. 

Sincerely yo1J.rs, 

(:? )/"f;-,'-4-:'-f @J );!)CCC ft~~, 
~ l .. ~l ~·/ _ _,>. -· . 
,, canle7{ i:\'onz,.,ck"·· · 

I 405 Holl;y-vrood, 

Dearborn, I'.Jlich., 4012i+• 

Tel. \31 3) 336-3211. 
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November 30th. , 1988 

Mr. Lee M. Thomas 
Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M/5/W/ 
Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Thomas 

With regards to the granting of a permit for Ford Motor Co. 
to dump toxic waste at a site in Allen Park, Michi ..• I.E., Clay Mine. I am 
in want of further information as to that permit. In prmciple, I am dramatii:al.ly 
opposed to such a program. We have enough problems with alt·eady contaminated 
sites that are not being dealt with. This is close to residential properties 
which makes it even more of a concern even though everyone says that it is 

··~ 
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Mr. Lee M. Thomas 

Mr. G. C. Harris 
15278 Angelique 
Allen Park, MI 48101 

November 30, 1988 

Administrator Environmental Protection Agency 
401 11!/S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20460 
Reference: Toxic Waste Permit 

File #II!ID 980-568-711 

Dear lllr. Thomas: 

This letter is being sent to you by a very concerned citizen 
of Allen Park, lllichigan. Having lived in the near vicinity of the 
Ford lllotor Company Toxic Waste Dump for over 38 years I am amazed 
to hear that a permit to continue use of the sight for Toxic Waste 
is even under consideration. 

Until recently I was unaware that Toxic Wastes were dumped 
at the sight. Now realizing this I wonder how many of my friends 
and neighbors who have died of cancer in our immediate neighborhood 
in the past few years may have been affected by this dump. 

Please, in the name of humanity do not continue to allow Toxic 
Waste to be dumped in our immediate area any more. Deny Ford Motor 
This Permit. 

Very truly yours, 

G. C. Harris 

GCH/bw 
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2652 ·venice 
Dear·born, J>Ticb, 48124 

RE~ FILE i/ I--~IJJ 980-568=~711 

IVl:r·. I1ee ]\1, ~Choma,s, Administ~cator 
Env.iornmental J?rotectio11 _A_gency 
401 H/ S. 1d. 
\ilasbington, D ~ C" 20460 

Dear .. Tbomas~ 

December l~ l9f38 

·Tl.1is letter is an arrpeal to yon_ to refuse to r:irs.n.t a 
perr.cd t to tbe ~tford T.Jl(Jto:r Com:oany, a1lov,rtng tl:i~m to dispose of tox.ic 
"~Haste at tbe Allen Fark cla:l mine~ 

Tl1is Bite is located ;:3~t Oe~k\~>!Ood Blvd .. and Soutbfield Hd .. 
and vfi tb1n couple of blocl\:8 of tvJo large tospJ. tals -
Oa.kwood Hospi ta1, Dearborn, f·1I and Veteranc: f:.h.JR"Oi +al 
A1len Park, m. and many above a;er~ge, pri~'ed ~on~e,:s(:Dbn.8< '\_ '"\ 

.!.- "'.C.) 

Our location is just to tbe northwest of this proposed site, 
A]lparenilly,''' being used as a clumpJ,ng site since 1956. It 
vvas explained by the Ford r .. ·Iotor Company as a dum~pi_ng of 
only furnace dust, VJ"ben. my :now deceased hu,sband :f.i:cst wrote 
to rt:c .. Dingell regardLng tl.Je object:;iDY18 of the SnuvJ \.Toads 
j.J.L,s.soc iati.on,. .... nearborn,. 

Several different surveys of the a~Cea Rb0\1red a very bigb 
percentage of lung prolJlems and CANCER cases.. Es1Jecially, 
since 1985 ·vyben hazard.dus waste lJVa.s permitted unt1l viol~-:.J.t.ions 

::~hut it dm~,rn in 1986, 1;y tbe DNR .. 

VJe are very :proud of our neigbborbood of viell }',:ept bomes and 
bi.gb property values, schools and parks., The .idea]. place 
to raise children .... }iXCEJ?T for the proposed toxic :vJaste site .. 
f:'riends and relatives on tbe otber stele of Detroit are 
surprised that there is a toxic waste side so close to our 
homes or even their homes~ 

People are concerned (·:nrer~n~lilJere about cleanlng up the environ~ 
ment - and object to tbe complete 1a.ck of responsibility 1D 
do sr)methin.g about this problem~ I wm ce:ctain you a:re not 
one oJ: tboE~e 'lrJho are. uncon.cerned ar1d \11rLll do every .. th in 
you.· I.' po\,\Jer to belp··· Mr .. ·.• . QuackenDu ( chlgan 's :DNH represent-
ative) ·- HO J?ISBJTI~ F~JBASE!.;t 

Tbank.ing you, 
" /\ )::; : /.;-, / 

;z.~J/'f!.,_/ c· /- ( .. &::1---7-...sz._~ 

(l\·Trso) Edwarcl~-·~t .. Ongc,·; 
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Lee M. Thomas/ Administrator 
Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M/S.W. 
Washington D.C. 20460 

Dear Mr. Thomas; 

1470 Linden 
Dearborn, MI 48124 
November 30,1988 

RE: EPA File Number MID 980-568-711 

We are writing to express our opposition to the permit for dumping toxic waste 
"mich the DNR has apparently granted the Ford Motor Company. 

The area in question, boundedc:by Oakwood, I-94, and Southfield Freeway is visible 
from our front door here on Linden Street. It has been used as a waste site by 
Ford Motor Company for years, but now they want to dump toxic waste because it is 
supposedly "safe". 

We find it hard to comprehend that the Department of Natural Resources would 
allow such a permit to be issued when it has just denied permission for develop­
ment and building in Snow Woods, which is just one half-mile down Oakwood Avenue 
from the waste site. DNR prevented development because it was concerned with 
preserving a wetland area in suburban Detroit. 

The toxic waste issue is so much more important 
animals that are threatened here, it is people. 
ted in a heavily populated area? 

because it isn't just plants and 
How can such a thing be permit-

It also doesn't make sense for Ford Motor Company to be dumping toxic waste 
within 3 minutes drive from the new multimillion dollar "pro" golf course on 
Rotunda which is also on their land. The houses near the golf course will appre­
ciate in value; who will want to buy a house across the street from a toxic dump? 
We have just had our water tested for safety and will periodically do so, 
because we are extremely concerned about this issue, as we hope you are. 

It is time for industry to use alternate methods of disposing toxic waste: 
incineration, etc. This means cutting into some of their "record" profits 
and using the money for waste management development. Big Business has the 
money and the science to stop the endless destruction of our environment. 

We vigorously appose the plan to dump toxic waste at this site and will do 
anything within our means to stop it. The people demand the use of industrial 
resources for the protection of our land, our air, ourselves, and our families 
for all generations. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Copy to Gov. Blanchard 
and Rep. J. Dingel 

Si!1~:.ru;t ~~ 
'tl~t2 ~. ~~L 
Donald J. Birkenhier 
Barbara L. Birkenhier 
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Mr, Lee M. Tho~es 
Administrator EPA 
401 • w' 

Deee~ber 2, 1988 

EPA File# MID 980-568-711 

We have lived on Walnut Street in Dearborn the Dump for ten years. 
We believe that we were never informed of ELEVEN ACRE 
CELL of TOXIC WASTE depo~ited at thi~ ~ito, We are 
FORD MOTOR COMPANY want~ to obtain a permit to open yet 
TOXIC WASTi CELL, 

find th"t 
another .IU!LTI-ACRE 

Sin<~" the in!iir.,di.,nts <»f th<»ii" TOXIC WASTE are l"thal to berth plant 
ani10al life, w" f<»"l this dump iii mu"h tee doll" to r"sid.,ntial ar®~ae snd 
"'" beli""" tb" Dlfl< "'"'" in <>rr"'r ,ranting th" origin!tl P"rmit. We ""' 
Am.,ri<>ans and living """"tures of our Earth des.,rve th" to breath® 
and live " h"!tlthy lifa. 

'il" plead with Y"" to not tho in11nan"" of " n"w but also 
to monitor the ""illting TOXIC WAST CELL. It is """Y diffhult t<> liv" fre111 

to day !mowing that 'l!.'OXIC WASTE is '"' "l"'"'" ~tnd in the ~tir. Ple~tse 
fer <>nr ehildren STOP THIS PERUIT. 

Jehn & Christine M"Neil 
1737 Walnut Street 
Dearb<>rn, MI 48124 
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Mr. Lee M. Thomas 

Donald B. Hubbert 
1560 Culver 
Dearborn, MI 48124 

November 30, 1988 

Administrator Enviromental Protection Agency 
401 M/3. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20460 
Reference: Toxic Waste Permit 

File #MID 980-568-711 

Dear Mr. Thomas: 

This letter is being sent to you by a very concerned Citizen 
of Dearborn, Michigan. Having lived in the near vicinity (approx­
imatley blocks away) of the Ford Motor Company Toxic Waste 
Dump for over 37 years I am amazed to hear that a permit to con­
tinue use of the sight for Toxic Waste is even under consideration. 

Until recently I was unaware that Toxic \Vastes were dumped 
at the sight. Now realizing this I wonder how many of my friends 
and neighbors who have died of cancer in our immediate neighborhood 
in the past couple years may have been affected by this dump. 

Please, in the name of humanity do not continue to allow Toxic 
Hastesto be dumped in our immediate area any more. Deny Ford Motor 
This Permit. 

Very truly yours, 

D. B. Hubbert 

DBH/bw 
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November 30, 1988 

Mr, Lee !'1, Thollk-,.s, Administrator 
Enviornmental Protection Agency 
401 H/3,1;/, 
i'lashington, D,G, 20/,60 

mi: ~'ile ,¥ HID 980-568-711 

Dear !VIr. Thomas, 

I am writing this letter to 
inform you that I VIGOROUSLY OPPOSE the 
granting of a permit tp allow the Ford Hotor 
Company to dispose of to:rlc ~>laste at the 
Allen Park clay rrdne, 

I am very concerned about the 
cancer risks and the devaluation of my home 
in Dearborn which I, as a widow, have 
struggled hard to maintain since 1955. My 
home is located approximately two blocks away 
from the clay mine site, Both my husband and 
my father have passed a1c1ay because of cancer, 
so I am well aware of what happens when some­
one contlicts this disease, 

PLI':ASE, PLEASE, PLEASE, DO Nar 
GRANI 1'HE ABOVE-Nl~Jin'IONI<:D PERMIT, 

Phone: 1-313-562-5334 

Sincerely yours, 

, Elizabeth Bart 
3133 Linden Street 
Dearborn, HI 48124 
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File No, MID 980-568-711 

December 1, 1988 

Mr. Lee M. Thomas 
Administrator 
Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M/S.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20460 

Mr. Lee M. Thomas: 

Just what is the function of the Environmental Protection Agency 
if it is not to protect the environment of u. S. citizens and 
taxpayers from illegal dumping of toxic wastes within spitting 
distance of our homes? You are a prime example of the bureacracy 
that is supposed to be serving and protecting the lives of our 
children and who is falling miserably. The Ford Motor Company 
has long held a role of big brother - in this city - and to even 
consider further dumping of any type of waste -be i~ toxic or 
not is sheer lunacy. 

The dump site that I am referring to is bordering Southfield, Allen 
Park and Dearborn. 

Unless you prove that by rejecting this dump site, your office is 
merely a pawn of the Ford Motor Company. 

S:i,ncerely, . . . 
/, :<)AI!-/.,_, 

0·</ti/t'-£. o· ~~k ' ~~ 
Anne Oslanci 
1805 Walnut Street 
Dearborn, MI 48124 
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FILE #MID 980-568-711 ALLEN PARK MI. CLAY MINE 

Mr. Lee M. Thomas Administrator 
Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M/S.W. 
Washington D. C. 20460 

Dear Sir: 

C. V. HARVEY 
1201 LINDEN 
DEARBORN, MI. 48124 
December 1, 1988 

This communication is to advise you that as a Dearborn 
resident and a neighbor of the Allen Park clay mine I 
strongly object to any further dumping or disposal of toxic 
waste in that facility. We in this area have been living 
with ~hat Dump for ~hir~y four (34) years and I am one of 
the many cancer victims in this immediate vicinity. I know 
that I cannot scientifically prove that my cancer is 
directly related to the dump, but the strong suspicion is 
there and why take chances with our young people and future 
generations. A toxic waste dump does not belong in the 
middle of a densely populated area directly over an aquifer 
and in the proximity to a channel to the Great Lakes. 
Surely with the great size of the United States a disposal 
site in a remote unpopulated area can be found. 

Please do not be guided in your actions by corporate 
economics for their profits do not belong in a question of 
the health and welfare of living human beings and of those 
yet to be born. The corporate record of avoiding taxes and 
dumping their messes on the taxpayers is scandalous and 
needs to be corrected. 

Our scientists are continually rev1s1ng their past estimates 
of what is an acceptable safP. dose of just Ebo1...!t .all toxic 
substances. Their revisions are always downward and 
indicate that they have been wrong in the past and have 
done a great disservice to the public and to themselves. Ap­
plied to this case, and with the record of the Love Canal 
fiasco, I request that you do all in your power to protect 
your constituents from the real and known dangers inherent 
in the disposal of toxic waste. 

Please advise your position on this matter for the record 
and for the information of the public which you serve. 

Sincerely yours, 
./~ 

( 

Carolyn V. Harvey 
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Mr. Lee M. Thomas, Administrator 
Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M I S.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20460 

Dear Sir: 

Terry D. Goebel 
1929 Hollywood 
Dearborn, Mi. 48124 
12/01/88 

Re: File # MID 980-568-711 

This is a time of fear and great concern for the residents of 
Dearborn, Michigan. We are concerned for our health and safety, 
as well as our economic well being. This fear has been caused by 
Ford Motor Company's request to use a clay mine located in our 
community as a toxic waste disposal site~ The exact location of 
the sight is on the corner of Interstate Highway 94 and Oakwood 
Blvd. So, not only is this proposed area a health hazard to the 
residents of Dearborn, but also to the neighboring community of 
Melvindale. Not only are the citizens of these fine communities 
in jeopardy, but the many businesses in close proximity are as 
well. The final insult is that this proposed dump would only be 
a few blocks from Oakwood Hospital, long recognized for its 
quality health care. 

We as conscientious citizens cannot sit back and allow Ford to 
dump their garbage in our back yards. In addition, Ford cannot 
be trusted to act with concern in such matters, as we have 
already seen how they have attempted to ruin our environment by 
the present day condition of the once clean Rouge River. Ford 
states that at Ford Motor Company, '1 Quality is Job One 11

• Perhaps 
they need to further update their slogan to include, 1'Quali of 
Human Life is Dead Last''. 

Please: we beg you to do anything in your power to halt any and 
all actions by Ford Motor Company to destroy our lives, health, 
happiness, and the economic well being we deserve as tax paying 
citizens of Dearborn. 

cc: Representative J. Dingel 
2221 Rayburn Office Bldg 
Washington, D. C. 20515 

truly yours, 
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Mr. Le~ M. Thomas 
Environmental Protection Agency 
401 MfS.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

RE: MID 980-568-711 

Mr. Thomas, 

I am writing to voice my protest over toxic waste being 
stored in my community. The area I am referring to is located 
at Oakwood and Southfield Roads in Dearborn, Michigan and I and 
my children live and attend school 1/2 mile from this location. 

It is inconceivable to me that in this day and age, such 
materials can be dumped in a residential area, thus endangering 
the environment rather than protecting it! 

As a taxpayer, do I not have the right to vote and approve 
or disapprove such a decision? Or, are my taxes used only to 
provide you with a paycheck so you can reside safely and 
comfortably in Washington without regard to the lives you are 
endangering? I cannot believe your conscience will allow you 
to continue. 

The Detroit News has already published an article stating 
the abnormally high cancer rate in this area due to previous 
dumping. In light of this, if you continue to proceed with 
this toxic waste area, you are saying to this community "Who 
cares about you? We're going to continue to dump materials 
that are hazardous to your health and we don't care if you get 
cancer!" Even the Surgeon General will issue public warnings 
about cigarette smoking endangering a persons health and yet 
you feel it is acceptable to infect our community with poisons 
and feel no responsibility to the citizens of this community to 
not only warn us but protect us from this! 

I am not concerned with the convenience of the storage pit 
to Ford Motor Company - - I am not concerned with the cost of 
transporting it elsewhere (at least then my tax dollars would 
be put to good use) but I AM CONCERNED FOR THE HEALTH OF MY 
CHILDREN AND MYSELF!! I IMPLORE YOU TO STOP--FOR GOD'S SAKE 
STOP! 
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Mr. Lee M. Thomas, Adm. 
U.S.E.P.A 
401M, S.W. 
Washingon, D.C. 20460 

RE: Hazardous Waste 

(Mrs.) Ruth Russell 
641 Ridgemont 
Dearborn, MI 48124 

December 17, 1988 

EPA File #MID-980-568-711 

Dear Mr. Thomas: 

I'm writing to urge you to prohibit Ford Motor Company 
from obtaining a permit to dump toxins in its dump in 
Allen Park. 

I've lived in Dearborn all my life, 25 years in the 
"high risk" area (within 3 miles of the dump), and now 
in the "at risk" area (within 8 miles of the dump). 
When I recently found that 5 of my former neighbors now 
have, or have had cancer, I became outraged, realizing 
that this has to be more than "coincidence"! 

For the health and safety of all of us, please do not 
allow the Wayne Disposal Company to continue dumping 
toxins for Ford Motor company in the dump in Allen 
Park. I would appreciate a reply from you indicating 
your position on this important issue. 

Sincerely, 

Ruth Russell 
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Neighbors fear Dearborn 
dump is linked to cancers 

Jim Mitz:elfeld 
. NS Staff Writer 

Many in her Dearborn neighbor­
hood would prefer to keep it a secret, 
but Dot Peterson said Friday that 
nearly everyone is afraid a nearby 
toxic dump is to blame for what they 
believe is the area's high cancer tolL 

j'I'm not worrying about our prop­
erty values going down beca?,se . I 
don't want to be a yonng corpse, smd 
Peterson a' 66-year-old survivor of 
colon and uterine cancer, explaining 
why she's not afraid to speak out. 

Peterson and many of her ailing 
neighbors live within blocks of tbe 
Ford Motor Co.'s 33-year-old dump 
in Allen Park, south of Oakwood 
Boulevard between the Ford and 
Southfield freeways. 

Their concerns have convinced 
the Michigan Department of Public 
Health to order a new study to see 
just how prevalent cancer i~ in the 
neighborhoods around the s;te. Us­
ing existing cancer stab~tlcs, the 
Michigan Cancer FoundatiOn plans 
to compare cancer rates in Allen 
..-.. • .,.,.-_,__~--...'l-1- ~-..:! 4-"ho C!nrn:u 

Woods section of Dearborn with the 
restofWayne County. 

THE RESULTS aren't expec­
ted, however, until after the state 
Department of Natural Resources 
rules on Ford's request to renew 
burying potentially deadly heavy 
metals at the landfill. 

The automaker buried a wide 
assortment of hazardous materials in 
the 260-acre former day mine be­
tween 1956 and 1986, when toxic 
dumping ll'las halted because the 
landfill failed to meet tougher ne\IV 
federal environmental standards. 

This new request has stirred up 
local residents, who say they'vehad 
enough. They complain that dust 
from the open landfill has blown int? 
their homes, polluted their gardens, 
eaten the paint off their homes and 
even stuck to their bodies. 

"There's got to be something we 
can do because we're breathing this 
in. And it gets on the. food," said 
Betty Bennett, a local activist ll'lho 
found 13 of 25 homes on Linden 
Street had been hit with cancer in an 

Please see Dump/16B 

-~ 



' 

I . ·. 
:lump 
Neighbors fear 
Dearborn site 
linked to cancers 
From page 1B 

informal study she began three weekk: 
ago. 

Peterson said six of the seven 
home.s near hers on Linden have: 
he!ill hit with uterine, hreastor colon; 
cahcers. 

"I REALLY FEEL this is mor' 
than a coincidence. All these ll~?ple, 
getting sick with cancer, and most Of: 
them have been lifelong resfdents,~C:C 
Peterson said. .. <; 

Corey Nanninga, .a retired deliYt" 
eryman who said he never smoked;::,' 
strongly suspects the dump was r..O: 
sponsible for his bout with lung: 
cancer seven years-·ago. He said the:, 
dul;llp should be closed. ·· 

Ann Schwartz, chief of.the "·"""""·, 
foundation's epidemiology unit, 
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Mr. Lee M. Thomas, Administrator 
EPA 
401 M/S.W. 
Washington, D. C. 20460 

Dear Mr. Thomas, 

1717 Lin
1cffif1T 

Dearborn, Clffilk'8li2!4 
Dece~ber 3, 1988 

I am writing to protest the granting of a permit to Ford Motor 
Company to dump toxic waste at the Allen Park dump site. I live and work within 
a mile of the dump site and am very concerned about potential hazards of the 
dump to the health of myself, my family and my neighbors. 

One of my neighbors has made an informal survey in which it was found 
that an unusually large number of residents on our street have died of cancer 
in the past five years. Admitted\~:..., ..... t~J:s,. survey was not a statistically valid 
one but should not a valid cancer?~f thJ neighborhood surrounding the dump site 
before a new permit is granted? f, 

Does Ford Motor Co. have to dump hazardous waste in a residential 
neighborhood? Why shouldn't a toxic waste dump be located at least 10 or more 
miles from residential areas? Would not this be safer considering the potential 
hazards of air borne or water borne toxic material being ingested by humans 
because of escape from the dump site? 

Is not there always risk of escape of toxic materials both during the 
transfer to the dump site and during long storage? 

0 r 

Please help save our health and possibly our lives! Thanks. 

?· t t e.w_y e: c:? 

Sincerely yours, 
c:Ccvca""t.,Le.e -· f~ iZ <7-£]..-···-­
clarence E. Vos 

r f 
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DONALD W RIEGLE, JR. 
MICHIGAN /I 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

The Honorable Lee M. Thomas 
Administrator 

December 12, 1988 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
401 M Street, s.w. 
Washington, DC 20460 

Dear Administrator Thomas: 

COMMmEES: 

BANKING, HOUSING. AND 
URBAN AFFAIRS 

COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

FINANCE 

BUDGET 

I am writing to follow up on discussions with your staff with 
regard to the proposed permit for the Ford Clay Mine Hazardous 
Waste Landfill in Allen Park, MI. 

As you are aware, public officials and local residents have 
raised a number of concerns about the safety of the proposed 
facility. I share their concerns for the health and well-being 
of those living nearby and strongly urge you to make sure that 
these concerns are given all due consideration as you determine 
whether or not to issue this permit. 

I understand that the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act and 
Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984 set up stringent 
siting criteria for facilities of this type to prevent releases 
of hazardous materials into the groundwater, surface water or 
into the air, and require continued monitoring and testing at the 
site. I would again urge you to make sure these requirements are 
fully met before any permit is issued. 

This is a very important matter, and one about which the 
residents of the nearby communities are justifiably concerned. I 
hope that you will do all you can to make sure that the health 
and well-being of residents of this area will be protected. To 
that end, I would appreciate receiving an assessment of the major 
concerns that have been raised at this site to date as soon as 
possible. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

• 
Jr. 

DWR/jh 
cc. Mr. Valdas V. Adamkus 





I 

0: WMD 
CC: RF 

-l 
I 

I 



' / // " 1b .c/ct-, 
'' // 

/ 



SPEECH GIVEN BY DAVID PETROVSKI 

AT 

FORD ALLEN PARK, MICHIGAN 

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) is preparing to 

issue a Federal permit to the Ford Motor Company i!~~-!!1:1~+el+af'~001Je 

~ to operate a hazardous waste 1 andfi 11. The Ford7'RI'l~~i!F3boe1 facility 

is located in Allen Park, Michigan and is referred to as the Ford Allen Park 

Clay Mine. 

On Jul , 1988, the Michigan Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) and the 

U.S. EPA jointly public noticed an intent to issue a Michigan Public Act 64 

operating license and a Federal Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) 

permit to Ford a~,{')~~~~t~l. Both the State License and the Federa 1 Permit 

are required to operate the landfill. 

The Ford Allen Park Clay Mine is a landfill facility 0\•med/operated and used 
(,'$ f..,! ~~~:"f?,0J'-! 

solely for the disposal of Ford/Rilu~~Stee~ waste. The total site covers 

approximately 260 acres, while the hazardous waste landfill portion of the 

facility covers 17 acres. These 17 acres of the hazardous waste portion ~ 

,;to~;J'"'''~'"'w'ffi"i't'r are divided into two (2), 8-acre cells numbered I and II. The 

remainder of the site is devoted to landfilling nonhazardous solid wastes. 

The draft Federal Permit addresses Cell II, while Cell I has been closed. 

The Federal part of the draft permit places requirements on the Ford Motor 

Company, above and beyond the State's Act 64 Operating license. The 

U.S. EPA's authority to do this is based upon a Congressional Act, specifically, 

the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984 to the Resource Conservation 

and Recovery Act. 
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A major provision of the draft Federal permit will compel the facility to 

take corrective action for any releases of hazardous wastes or constituents 

to the environment. This includes releases to the atmosphere, groundwater, 

surface water, soil, and sediment. As such, the Federal permit for the Allen 

Park facility will require FordfRmrge~~ to determine the presence or 

absence of past or present releases. If releases did occur, the permit will 

then require a determination of the extent of the resulting contamination and 

its subsequent cleanup. The corrective action provisions of the draft Federal 

permit covers all the solid waste management units at the Allen Park site, 

including both the solid and hazardous waste landfills. If contamination is 

documented, the Federal permit would then be modified to include any corrective 

measures deemed necessary by U.S. EPA. A schedule has been included in the 

draft permit to ensure that corrective action activities are completed in a 

timely manner. 

A second requirement of the Federal part of this permit concerns waste 

minimization. Under this provision, Ford~ must reduce to a minimium the 

quantity and toxicity of the hazardous wastes that are generated by the 

f~ffi'ty l andfi 11. 

A third requirement of the Federal permit, places limitations upon the types 

of material which can be disposed of in the landfill. These limitations are 

usually referred to as the Land Ban Restrictions. These regulations require 
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Ford/~e to reduce the toxicity and mobility of certain hazardous wastes 

before they can be accepted into the landfill. Other regulations prohibit 

the disposal of liquids ,int.o.th,e.landfH+.· 

Finally, a fourth provision of the Federal permit, deals with the design of 

Cell II. The Federal requirements for hazardous waste landfills include a 

double liner system, with a liquid collection system above the top liner and 

a leak detection system between the 1 i ners. The design of Ce 11 II sha 11 meet 

these Federal requirements. 

In conclusion, the Federal permit for the Fordi·~Allen Park Landfill will 

insure: 

1. The characterization and subsequent cleanup of any existing 

contamination at the site; 

2. Fordi·R'6ll~ to minimize the waste generated by the facility; 

3. The prohibition of the disposal of liquids and land restricted wastes; 
and 

4. That the design of Cell II will meet the Federal requirements 
for hazardous waste landfills. 

By granting this permit, all of these requirements will be brought into 

effect. The U.S. EPA believes that this will be protective of human health 

and the environment. 







a hazardous waste reduction bill in the U.S. Congress and 

may become federal law soon. Ford Motor Co. could be 

considered a good corporate citizen if they could compl1 

with these conditions in advance of the law. 
4. News articles lately have mentioned Macomb County 

considering inflatable domes to cover solid waste landi'!l~ls. 

It seems that it would solve several problems at once if 

this was used for this site. I believe this should 
warrant further study before granting a permit. 

Thank you for your attention and consideration of these 

comments. 

Sincerely, /"/ §" £? 7cf ?Jtc_CA/~ 
Ed McArdle 
18841 Reed 
Melvindale, Mi. 48122 

313-388-6645 
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2(;~? Vcn.i_cr i 't ~ 
]:eer1>orn, r T ;fF1l24 
~;epternlHJr l.~, "108r1 

{Updated 4-9=89). 
·tE: EPA FILE NO. JV!ID 980 568 711 

SUBJECT: FORD JV!OTOR CO. ALLEN PK. CLAY NINE HAZARDOUS WASTE LANDFILL 
De8.r Sirs: 

This letter is bein~ sent to yo11r department in thP horn 
tbat it will add one more protest to tl1f b:o~F1.1"rlous rl''"'Dlnr· 
in our area, by the Ferri !lot or 1cornn"'''Y, ·".t tr1e r~J oy llinP 

on corner of Soutb(fielrl Pels. IJ.nd )r1:cll:':.•oorl l'"lvrl. _ (l'r>"'"1H1n·:.J'feoo) JU.Jen l'h., Ll. · , ____ .: _____ _ 
Our city newspaper cRrried ~~1 ar·\;icJe irror~i1·10 reoplc thnt 
the Snow Woods AssociB.tion has requrst0J n. second he8.rj_n~ nn 
tbis matter. Since I v1ill not he able to c'ttenrl, Ri.ncc I 
am presently ill ,.,i tl1 Asthma ancl limphyf'Pm8 ancl seldom cl.ttend 
gatberinr;o because of tbe srnol\ing(ancl vPry :cu.sceptihlr: to rr;rn1n.) 
Hol·;ever, I wi.sb to inform trw Dl1H of tlw nnrnbPr of Cencor clp.'ltll-~ 

in our immediate blrJcl\. (!tloo Tun,. prorlc•ms- v1hicl1 ir' carJ~C? 

Venice .st. 
(near Ash :'lt) 

But11 f.tlClJnna,n - -rorrnPrJ•:,r ?hGl Vr=;nj_c~- .'-' l;~ ( 11_1nf" r;[l.ncer) (aurvivinp: spouse 1ivinr _i_n Dl1 n.) 

Croissant 
(Hear Ash 

Lived on 
h-"1'~-, 1 .J...::..~.·2J .LlS) 

J~ett~;r :r,aj_rrl - rorl'lerJy ?G?3 \Ten.ic;n ,st .. c·r,unr:· r:=-J.n('er) (surviving sons -Downriver ~reA.) 
Jolm I'-c?anblos.sorn - · 2643 Venice ;'t. (Tun.rc cnncer)-1 ()86 

.;c- '.·fife a,t 3116 Venice - (Cancer)- lC'P7 ('''Jf'b8ncl DL'rvi.veG) ***~Hr 
Y'ri8det 

-3211 
Gt) 

Dnrwisl1 - 2636 Veni_ce ~t. -
"\,/L~. · . .].".' ,;: Ao'" tJ ___ ;·{{_:{;; ,--7/ ,;:_-'!; tf4!.:·-- ) 

' 

~~ne rn !;0 (l ::·\u c; reo .s fully 
i'<]lf'mo-tlrr>rc,py -Cancer) 

-
1.'!i.fe -.~deli.nr> J1ry~.nt- r:oncer 1(10'). t''' 

Survi virrEii/~'btl "'ii~lri1 rl ·tr-Lted for brain cancer-:ff~~~Qenter Hollywood S '.:.He died of :OUNG ·PROEIJEMS (1986) iH4eltas) Husband died or r<:~.J1ECGr (lCrP-2) 
II 11 

II II 3L05 -F.ru,'-.3b2.nd clfnd 0 c;::.ncC?.~' ( J(;rJ;) 
l'T.·?._A_[))~ ·no HOT AT\TrC11.·T TT .. ~._z_~\HJ)t·u;~'. \'r ,.,_ ~,rr,.,•; rrn r·:-· 

~;BY J'OHD 'IIOTOH Cli!'J,\!f( J'D.. /,ITT )lr:mT 1\ l'v. NV·!: 2643 \',fill ow ~ Pat t!o1lGOT . . 
BRAilT CAITCER ~1988 e 
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lanCifill figHt 
By JOHN GRANT 
Slaft Writer . 

Residents of Dearborn's Snow' 
Woods neighborhood may have re· 
ceived an unintended, yet fortuitous 

.' helping-handfrom-DetrOitM"ayorCole-
man-Young'.<-·i__ ---- ... _,,-:_-:;:: · 

Youil.g's atlempt to legislatively re-· 
classify toxic waste from the 

. -.. world's i:lrgest incinerator" lOcated­
::;. neaT Detroit's Eastern Market may 

have aided ~sidents by helping to 
marshal ·forces_ in ~opposition .to the 
plan .an-d by callirig attention to the 
d3.rigers of al"!':la: landfills. - ' -

THEFROP_OSED legislation, sup­
- p0~dbyni.ariyout~sfatemunicipali~ 

ties, -has_prompted the American 
Lung Association of Michigan, a non­
profit Public health organization, to 
write the Michiian Legislature about 

, · the public health hazardS posed by 

I_Jimdfills and toxic ash: .- __ 
.; ·- · Alex Sagady, the iuflg association's 
-"-director of environmental and occu­
··--_-pational health, sa]d that latest stud~ 

les show ''the highest total suspended 
- particle air pollution concentrations 

in the state are monitored in and 
arOund hazardous/solid waste landfill 
sites in "wayne County." 

The letter states that the adequate 
monitoring of even non-ha'zardous 

.--:--:--. ........... . 

waste at a landfill is unlikelY and im• Protests from_neighborsin the areas 
-properly controlled in this area. · adjacent to the landfill, a site 

RESIDENTSOFTHESnowWo!)ds bounded by_Oute'r Drive, Oakwood, 
neighborhood, withresidentsfrom'sllr- :t~M and the Southfield Expressway. 
rounding cofnmunities, have recently The surrounding communities claim 
protested a Ford Motor Co. reqqe:st ~-that unusually high rates of c~ncer 
to have'its clay mine landfill in Allen ,-~ and other serious diseases Tesulting 
Park ·certified for _hflzardous w!iste ~ 0:-from.the landfill have been detected 
.storage. Non-hazardous waste is DC!"{" --;hi the area~ and that a· hazardous 
dumped at the landfill.. - ::.}. _ waste landfill will greatly increaSe 

The -Ford application has ·stil"ri!~-· the tlanger ofliv:ing in the area; 

SAGADY $Am the Department of 
Natural ResOUrCes ''cannot Decessar­
'ily ensure good fugitiVe dtist contn?t:' 
at What the public expects "should 
be the most stringently controlled 
sites for hazardous waste dispoSal." 

The letter specifically addresses a 
recen-t attempt to exempt municipal 
waste inciner~tor· ash from current 
requiremei:J.is (lr h::izai-dous ·waste· 

":See.LETTER, Page 4 

lin~pfe plane;cplq/,ned 
.
.• ~~ .. Aw~, RUNKL_ ·. E -. -~---~_-_1,,_,:_ .. -: . ~S~-h'ooJ miltage rates; in order to eN-. MOJ".'EY WOULD be distributed to-

New 
..... ~- , ' -ai:·egreaterequityinper-pupilexPen- schooldistricis.overthelifeofafive--' 
Numerous school finance ref~r.Iti ·._. dituresindistricts statewide. year g'rowth plaii, Oxender ex-

; proposals have-come ai:ld gone in Uifi::..,_ · -: plained. In the first year, all districts 
·sing in recent years, but one Iegfsla~.:: - The most important difference, ac- ·would be assigned a new, loWer, mil~­
tor thinks he haS a pr?posat thatc~i(> -cording to Oxender, 'is that this pro-- ·!age· rate, -based On bow much they 
ap ease everyone · -- · ·Po sal, if it is approved by the Legis- are spending per student. The state· 

P · • ._ ,~:,':f) ):iture and then by the. voters, will would make up the d>'fferen•e_ be-- Rep. ~n Oxender, R-E.targll? .• _·_, ... 
who pJ;ms ~-introduce the sChoql" be-protected by the M:lchigan Consti~ tween what the district formerly-col­
finance bill be co-authored, spoke in, tution. It cannot be changed except Jected under its millage levy and 
Dearborn Heights at a meeting of the~ by a vote of the people. So it will not what it'X!ould collect under the new 
Wa_ yn9 Count-.' Taxpayers' AssoCi a_ ~- be affected by partisan debates, -.as - •~ 

"' other plans have been. :ra':""_ tion March22, explaining why his pro: 
Posal is unique over the other plans.\'-- Revenue ge~erated by the sales tax After the new-revenue level is de: 

HIS PROPOSAL mimics many oth-. increase will be used to offset the prop- fined, a charter millage_ is -set, fac­
ers in suggesting a 50 percent in-· erty tax abatement, but will be "tied to ring in property values in the area. 
crease in the state sales tax, while up" for funding of public education, Districts could increase their millage 
offering a property tax reduction i'n · Oxendersaid. See FINANCE, Page 2 

Letter may help Snow Wooas i 
l 

• LETTER, From Page One and federal disposal laWs. The com- facility as "the safest" in Michigan. I 
law. The laws, HB 4304 and HB 43ll, pany has used part of tile site as a The DNR has yet to grant permis- ( 
would allow hazardous waste from non-hazardous landfill, yet said the sian to the Ford Motor co~ to dump f 
municipal incinerators to be stored· · area will be fUied soon. hazardous waste in what residents de. j 

t si~~ 4304 has beeq referred to com- lcf00·0•0•;;,v;;•;.;•li•o"iii'ii'b;•~';.;th;;,;;e,;AI;;,;l•;•;.;P.;•;r~k;..~d~e~n;ti~a~l~a~re;•;·~".,.,..,..,....,,.. .. ,..'ll ~ 
In non-hazardous designated waste Representatives ofthe Ford Motor s~ribe as a "highly populated resl-

~ 
\ mitteo, while HB 4311 pa"'d the 

House on March 21 and will be read 
: mto the Senate when the leg~slators 

r{J' tot J y return from Easter break. 

/'! 
6

_j vj THELETl'ERACCUSESthemcln· 
'? D~ I , eratoroperatlngcompaniesofknow-\ 1Y mg all along that the ash is hazard­

QU_S ~nd expensive to put in landfills. 
Sagady said th.ere is no safe way 
known to control the waste, and for 
the companies to imply there was no 
problem was mislead~. 

Ford closed its hazardous wastf' 
" • ·~~~ "'-·-'•-H~,·onr,. 

MEDICAl 
SERVICES 
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CT Y OF GIBRALTAP 

pu.b:! i c::: :in C:i. t \i 
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Allen Par~:: sgarc!ing the Ford Mot1::r any reqL1est 
i:·,·,_ h ,;;,_ ;;~ E; !·-· d D U. ~~ hl ,::;_ ~::; t·. ~~:- 1 ,:~. :···, c.i + :i. 1 ]. p E:· r--- in i t: ,, ,;_ i :: C:: ;,~;, t. C• c:! :i. f""'i t:. h E·' [; :i. 
o·f Allen Fark at appro:<imately Oa~wocJd and I-94 t1ave 
i n c:l :i. c: ;::'!. t F.~ cl :i. ·::; J :L kE•J. \' • ••• , •• ! 

D--F 
01·· 

pollt.:ting~ impaii~ing Ol'­

u t.: h ~:-:: 1,.. r·i -:::~. t !.J: · .,·~1.1 ~~- ~~:: -:~~ our· ::::: 1;::.: :::'. 

tt1e publi~- trt.tst as to C!Jrls·titLtte 3 thr·eat tel th9 
h \:::.·, •.1 t. h .. ·:::; ,::.. + E.• t·. ·y· !' _,-,,,_ n d v-..1 .:::::· 1 + -~~;- r·· ro:;: Cl + 'i::. h ~:-;~ c::: :i. "!::. i ;;~ (~:-: r·: ;:: o + (:11 1 (:;• 1···~ 

F' ,·;;-; f'' k i::;n d s t •• t r·· r- CJ u n d 'i. 1 -, •;J c ::J iH 1T1 un :i. t. :L r;:::_. ·::~ :; ;~; n d 

.; ·1-· 

.t, ,_ 

~eceive satisfa1:tc1r··y ~espor1sss to tt1e issues and 
q l.J f£: -:E~ t :i. D n ·:~:- r· ;0:\ i ~:; (;;~ c::i r- 0::."-': !J E:r. I . Ci i !'"\ \;;i -1::. ]···I E·:• p l . ..i.J::.\ J :l_ C: ]'"I ( :• -E~-- J -J.::.]··-1 !' ~~:. E•. ·f \-"E: "!;~ \' 

and welfare~ prior to tha agency s ~inal consideration 

C:i.t··,' Park in opp1:sir1g the grar1ti1lg of a 
Forrl Motc1r- Compar·1y for·· hazardcJLts~ 

BE: IT I :·uF\TI· .. !Ei::;~ 

ency and be specificallv allc~~ed to 
(J•f t. h (·:·:~ 

of the Ford Motor Company hazar:joLts waste landfill 
permit, pursuar1t to the Ar1dersor1 Rockwell Mic~1igar1 

Er1viror1mental Protection Act. 

BE IT FUP1-~1ER RESOLVED that a C[Jpy of tt,j- ResoJ.ution be 
+ c:+ 1··- v·-1 ,;;\ r·· d E·~ ·:::1 t: u t: h .:-~·:· r··-'1 "i. c h :J. r:;J ,·::"<. n D ::::~ p .::-:l r- t rn ~~;· r·: -!:: C:) ·-F !"·.! .;;:1 t. 1. :. ,-· '::\ 1. 
F~.; : ·:::; C• l...l 1'" C (-:? -::~ !1 t. h t"':' l.__l !"": :i. '1::. E·! C:! ~~) t:. l:':\ t: +~;~· ~::: 1:::: n \f :i. 1::· CJ 1''-i inC !""i -1::. <i!-. J 
F' !' .. C::r t ~;::: c: '1::. ::. c::: r·: (i q E': n c: , ,, I .• .J r·, :i. t· ~:::· d ~::; t:. D. '1:: a ·;::i !3 •:::~ 1 ... 1 ,·,:·t t. C:) r.-·· ·:;; 1. ; •::\ i"". 1 
l..~ f::\ \ ·· :L n .:::'. n c! D c::r n ~:·:·.1 d 1,.~-,! .. r:::.: :i. E:· ';) 1 (-;:.- !' J r· .. !• LJ n ::. t .• ;:, d ::::) ·1:;_ ~·::-r. -!::. •::::• -::·· 

Repressntati\'S John D. Dingell, Governor· ~.James .J., 
Blanchard, State Senator c~,r·istopl~er·- IJing~!1 Sta·te 

~eser1tati'ISS ,Joseph :•alamav-a 9 Richard A. ~o~:lg ar1j 
\-' :i_ !"""1 C: IE• l""'i t;, 1' J D (:;;• 1' F' (][·""' )""' (:? C -~?. E:\ 1""'1 d t C::• ~;:; U. ~--· r·- C} !.) 1""'1 d i r·: r:.~-l C: C:) in in i . ..J. il :i. -1,:-. :i. c-:: ;;:; , 
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GENTLEMEN: 

I am Ardys D. Bennett, Chief Building Inspector and staff 

member of the Environmental Commission on behalf of the City 

of Allen Park. I would like to submit the following for 

your consideration: 

1. As background, I have been aware of the claymine dump 

since 1963 at which time the Homeowners Association, the 

City Council and Ford Motor met to discuss the problems of 

blowing sand, burning debris, etc. At that time, the 

items being dumped were not considered hazardous. Ford 

Uotor did take corrective action to solve the problems 

we were having. We have worked with Ford since that time 

and until the new classification of Hazardous waste we had 

no problems to speak of. 

With the debris that is being dumped of which a percentage 

is considered hazardous waste, we have a greater problem 

to protect the citizens of Allen Park, Dearborn & Melvindale. 

2. It is our understanding that Mr. Quackenbush U.S.E.P.A. is 

to issue an additional permit that will include corrective 

action requirements. Has this been done and if so may we 

obtain a copy? 

3. It has been rumored that waste from other sources than 

Ford Motor will be deposited at this site. In the application 

it states "this in-house operation provides for tight 

control of waste management activities since Ford handles 

the waste from "cradle to grave." Will outsiders other than 

Ford be able to dump here? If so, who and what? 





(2) 

4. In reviewing the plan, l find nowhere does it state 

that Allen Park is to be advised of any problems on this 

site. This I believe has to be corrected since all water 

from the site is to be dumped into the Allen Park Drain. 

The dust from the site will blow over Allen Park. 

We do not believe that after a storm when surface water 

monitoring discloses a problem that we should have to 

wait until the Director is advised 30 days after the problem 

and then the Director at a later date advises Allen Park 

of this problem. In any case, when there is a spill, 

sediment monitoring program, leak detection, stalic water 

level measurements, the results of this test should be 

submitted to the City of Allen Park as well as to the Director. 

5. The Construction Quality Assurance Plan does not include 

the City of Allen Park in the pre-construction meeting nor 

are any of the reports copied to the City of Allen Park. 

6. Since you will be dumping annually about 72,300 tons of 

tar-sludge of which 47.7 tons is naphthaline and 2.2 tons 

of phenolic compounds as you are well aware these are 

very hazardous waste and are known to leach tbru clay very 

quickly. It is hoped that your two liners hold this 

sludge since we have water below and now that the Salt mines 

have dug out all the area about 900 to 1300 feet below this 

dump which is now filling up with water, we could only expect 

problems with our ground water should the liners fail. 

It.is expected that your checking will be done more often 

than once a year since this is now Hazardous Waste dump. 
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7. The Chairman of our Environmental Commission has reviewed 

this plan and finds it to be basically in order but wishes 

to know the following: 

Page 36 in the General Description Section B -

a statement is made that indicates the tar-sludge (K087 Waste) 

is disposed of in other locations in either the sintering 

process or the open hearth furnace operation. 

Is this possible at Rouge Steel? 

8. Also, in Section B reference (16) in the middle of the 

page is not listed on page 58. 

9. As to the training program as stated in your plan, 

how often will the workers be required to attend training 

schools, and what medical steps have been taken to check 

the workers to see if they are being affected in any way 

by working with the hazardous waste. 

10. To sum up, I wish to again point out that Allen Park must 

be included in all notices of any problems at the time 

of the problem and must be permitted to be present at all 

pre-construction meetings. We must be permitted to inspect 

the site at any time during working hours. 

Allen Park wishes to work with Ford Motor, the D.N.R. and 

USEPA in this matter but we can only do so if we are fully 

informed. 

THANK YOU! 





MY ,1\41~ME IS BRENDA LIVEOAI<. MY ADDRESS IS 727 S. DUMFRIES IN 

DETF-:OIT. I AM PRESIDENT OF OAKvJOOD ENV!F:ON~1ENTAL CONCEF:fJS liSSOC. OF 

WHICH SOME ·oF OUR ME':MBERS ARE IN THE !•IELVlNDALE AREA. THEY ASf<ED THAT I 

HAVE ~i LOOK AT THIS PEF:MlT AS MANY OF THE WEF:E QUITE CONCERNE:D ABOUT 

'IS PERMIT. 
FIRST OF ALL I GOING OVER THE PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT.FACT SHEET AND 

INCLUDED COMPLIANCE RECORD, I WAS QUitE CONCERNED DOVER THE ISSUE OF 

NON-COMF'LI ANCE. I WAS AU<RMED TO SEE THE VARIOUS ACTS OF NON-COMPLIANCE. 

BUT, I HAVE TO S>\Y I WAS FUF:THEF': ALARMED TO SEE THAT THEF:E WAS A LETTER 

AS PART OF THE APPLICATION F·ACI<AGE. PAGE 422, ON "INSPECTION REPOF:TS" IT 

STATES THAT THESE V lOLA TI ONS AF:E MOSTLY PROCEF':DUF:AL IN NATURE. I MUST 

SAY THAT I DO NOT BELEIVE THAT TO BE TRUE. PROPER LEACHATE LEVELS.RUN 

OFF AND RUN ON CONTF:OL NOT BEING F'ERFOF:MED, INSUFFICIENT COVER, CITIZENS 

COMPLAINTS ON FUG 1T I VE DUST, I MF'ROPER DECONTAMINATION OF EOU I PMENT , 

H\PROF'EF: MONITORiNG AND SO ON. THE INADEQUATE RECOF:D KEEPING lN 

NON-COMPLIANCE FOR I NSF'E:t::t IONS AND I NCOMLETE TRAINING RECORDS ARE 

DEFICIENCES THEY SITE AS EXAMPLES INMAJORITY AND THAT SIMPLY IS NOT 

!HUE. THAT REPORT IS BWSED IN NATURE. BESIDES THE CONSODERATION THE 

EVALUATER DOES NOT HAVE FOH THE FACT !HAT PF:OCE!.lURAL DEFICIENCIES CAN 

OFTEN BE THE LOOP HOLES THAT CAN CREATE CATASTROPHIC ERRORS WHEN DEALING 

WITH Hi-\ZARDOUS AND TOXIC WASTE. THE Fi<CT THAT NONE OF THE \ll<JLATIONS 

WERE CONSIDERED MAJOR PRESENTS A NEt~ PICTURE OF WHAT THE MDNP CONSIDEF:S 

Si~FE FOF-: OUR COMMON! l'Y. WHAT DO WE NEED TO wm:.E THE DNF:. EPA A~lD THE 

COUNTY UP~ MAYBE A FEW DEAD PEOPLE. BRAIN CANCER. LIVER CANCER LUNG 

D l SEASE, LEAf':~H f% D! St<!'<L IT I ES li•l C:H I LDREN, l S THAT vlHI'i T IT TAKES. WHAT 

ABOUT F'RDTECTION AND F'RE'JENT!VE F·RDCEDUPE? ARE NOT THESE THINGS 

IMPOF:TANT. I DO NOT THINk SO WHEN I READ THE NON'=COMF'L lANCE F:ECORD 

EVALUATION BY THE MDNF:. YOU HA'iE ALLDWED TOO MUCH TO GO TOO FAF:. F'U:CASE 

NOTE ON PAGE 4260F THE POTENTIAL FOF: HUMAN EXPOSURE VIA THE WATER WWS, 

1T CALLS MANY UF THE THINGS TrlAT ARE SLTED AS MERELY F'ROCEDUR!4L IN THE 

l 

NUI\i-C0~1f'l.Ii\NCE f.:ECOf:D AS BEING NECESARY TO THE CEF:HilN DESHoN AND 

Di''ERATING FE'4TUF'E l>JHICH M!T!CiATE THE POtENTIAL FOR Ri"-LEASES TC• S.UF':Ft1CE 

W(.'!lEf<~ {~NOTHEF-: t~JtJkDS THEY AHE WHAT WE AF:E F:ELYU,~r::J !]N TO l<EE~' THIS FF:Oi"i 

GETTING INTO THE Wi\TER TABLE. VET YOU WOULD HAVE US TO' 8ELE!'JE THAT 

NOo;-CDI'1PLIA~1CE !S ME~:ELY LACf: OF TECHNICAL DeiTA. IT L3 THE 01-iL'r SHOT Wt: 

H?~VE 1 N f'F:~uTECT I NG OUM: EN\li F:ONMENT .,_ ~ ! 

I WOULD ALSO LIKE TO ASf:. F:Jf.; AN EXTE~HION SO WE M?1Y H''WE ANOTHER 

PUBLIC HEf~Ri~H.~ AND MORE Tit1E TU GD 0 1.-'EF: THE PERt1IT ~ 1 WAS DNLV- ABLE T•J 

'.;lEW THE PEP~1I T 3 WEEf<S i\GO iN PARTIAL. THE ENT i F:E 2 VOLUMES WA3 NOT F'U1 

TDGETHEF: T!;_ REC!:':NTLY FOP VIEWING AJ:.l.D THAI'WS TO LAF\'RY COOGf'IN HE COF'lED 

3Ut·1E OF THE INFO FOR ME AS I HAD Ll TTLE TIME TO GET TO ALLEci PAF:t TQ 

',-'IEW lT. TH!S IS NONSENSE.OTHERS COPIES SHOULD HA\/E BEEN DISTRIBUTED TO 

r1EL.'JINDALE, AND DEAi':!:IOF:N FOf': \/!EWING Al\il) TO f'!Y OWN NEI12HBOf-:i-;O;JD 

OR.GANIZATION AS AN lNTERSTED PARTY TD THlS F'EF:MlT 1N THAT WE AF:E ~:0 

CLOSE IN LOCATIO!''>~~ THIS SHOULD BE AT COST TO THE COMPAI·JY AS F'AF:T GF 

THEIR F'UBLIC EDUACTION P~:OCESS. MY ORGANI?ATI ON IS COMPF:OMI SED OF MANY 

ROOf:: AND ELD\;:hLi WHO CA''ir~OT AFFORD THE HIGH COST OF THE APf'UCATION 

PACI<AGE_ LITTLE HAS BEEN Wl~N BY FMC TO MAY:E THIS F'AC!,:J\GE A'JAIU4BE TO 

lNTERSTED f:·HF;;TIE~3 .. IF ANYTHING THEY HPtVE DONE ALL THEY CAN TO VEEP OUT 

OF THE F'UBL1C EYE ON THIS ONE. CONSlDEF:ING THEIR REF'UTIHION FOR F'OOF' IH!0 ' 

EMMISION QUALITY AT THE F:OUGE FAC!LTY, f'OUF: MATEf':IAL HANDLING AT THERE 

FACILTIES CAUSING FUGITIVE DUST RF(OBLEMS. AND THEN THIS F:ECORO OF 

NON-C0!'1F'LIANCE THEY HAVE BEEN A '-/Ef':Y F'OOf': NElbH80b:. THEY EVEN f':ECENTLY 





SETTLED A LAWSUIT WITH SEVERAL F'EOf''LE NEAR HERE THAT HAD TERMS IN II 

THAT WOULD ALLOW THEM TO GO BACK. TO AIF: POLLUTION LEVELS PRIOR TO THE 

APR QUf4LI TY ACT AND THOSE F·EOPLE COULD NOT TAI<E ANY LEGI-'IL 1-\CT I ON AGAINST 

>'Cif.:DS. WHI-'IT f\ SWEET DEAL THAT WAS. THIS IS NOT AN INDUSTF:Y WHO \~AtHS TO 

IE COMF'ATIBL Y WITH US. THEY HAVE NO REGARD FOR THE HELHTH AND WELFARE 

OF THESE NEIGHBORHOODS. THEY DO NOT CARE ABOUT TRYING TO HELP THE 

CITIZENS HERE HAVE A DECENT QUALITY OF LIFE. AGAIN FOR THE SAKE OF WHAT 

THEY TF:Y TO MA~::E OUT IS .JOBS AND PRODUCTIVITY THEY THINI< WE SHOULD ALLOl~ 

WHAT THEY ARE DOING. THE FACT IS THEY JUST DO NOT WANT TO CUT IN ON 

THEIR PROFITS. 1 HAVE LEARNED A VERY IMPORTANT LESSON SINCE I HAVE BEEN 

INVOLVED IN THESE HAZI'\RDOUS WASTE SITlNGS. THAT IS THAT COMPANIES WHO DO 

NOT PUT SOME OF THEil": PROFITS BAD~ INTO THEIR COMPANIES TO MAKE THEM 

ENVIRONMENTALLY SAFE ARE THE COMPANIES THAT DO THE MOST DAMAGE. 

TO SP!=:AI< OF HU\L TH. I DAF: ATTENTION TO PAGE 428 OF: PAGE 1 OF THE 

SNOW OODS REPORT REQUESTED BY DEARBORN. DONE;: BETWEEN 1973 AND 1981. 

THROUGH OUT THE REPORT EXCESS CANCER NUMBERS AF:E REPORTED. I WOULD LH::E 

TO QUOTE PAGE 4.!.3 OR PAGE 6 OF THIS REPORT"THERE tS. INSUFFICIENT RESULTS 

AND EVIDENCE TO CONCLUDE THAT THE RESIDENTS OF SNOW WOOD NEIGHBORHOOD 

ARE. AT A HIGHER RISK OF CANCER BECAUSE OF THERE ASSOCIALTlQN ~ITH AP 

CLAYMINE U\ND FILL DUMP, THAN F:ESIDENTS OF DEARBORN, OR WHITE RESIDENTS 

OF EITHER WAYNE COUNTY OR THE TRI-COUNTY AREA.----HOWEVER,---THE 

FINDiNGS REGARDING THE INCREASED INCIDENCE OF BF:AIN TUMORS IN BOTH SEXES 

AND OF LIVER CANCER lN FEMALES MAY WARRANT FURTHEF: INVES"FAGAT!01'1. "" NOW 

l SUBMIT. WAS TH?H FURTHER INVESTATION EVEF: DONE. ALSO ?\CCORDING TO W1ND 

DIRCTION r10NITORING MOST OF THE TIME THE RESIDENTS OF MELVINDALE AFiE AT 

MORE OF A f.:ISI< THEN THOSE RESIDENTS. YET SOME HOW WERE IGNOPED. I 

BELEIVE THAf THE MDNR SDHOULD REQUEST THE CANCER STUDY PESULfS FOR THE 

Af.:EA IMMDIATE TO THE FACILTY FRU1'1 ALL THF:EE CITIES TOUCHING ON THIS 

LANDFILL WITH THE :. MILE RADIUS.! THINK A MORii UPDATED STUDY IS NEEDE AT 

THIS TIME, Nm-J I KNOW THAT F'Ef':HAF'S THE CITIES HAVE NOT REQUESTED THESE. 

I DO NOT ~:.NOW WHY BUT THE MDNR SHOULD NOT IGNORE ITS RESPONSIBILITIES TO 

PROTECT THE PUBLIC. I DO NOT KNOW IF THE POSITION OF ALLEN F'ARKS MAYOR 

AS A HIGH LEVEL EXCUTIVE FOR FORDS HAS COME INTO PLAY ON THIS F''ERMIT, 

AND I F·f.~?\Y IT HASNT BUT I AM SURE TH?\T THE MAYORS OF MELVIDALE AND 

DEARBORN HA'JE CONCERN OVER THE IMPACT THIS FI~CILTY HAS HAD ON RESIDENTS. 

I WOULD LIKE TO DF:AW YOUR ATTENTION TO PAGE 427 ON POTENTIAL FOR 

HUMAN EXPOSUF:E VIA AIR PATHWAY. HEPE THE DANGERS OF FUGITIVE EM!'!ESSIONS 

ARE SITED. I HAVE TAU::ED TO RESIDENTS IN THAT AREA. THEY HAVE EXPRESSED 

THEiR DISF'LEASURE AT THE FUGITIVE DUST FF:OM THAT FACIL TY TN THE F'AST. 

!'1AI\IY DID NOT !<NOW TH(~T THERE WAS A HAZAF:DOUS WASTE DUMP THERE. THEY DID 

NOT KNOW TH~H THERE COULD BE HEAVY METALS AND OTHER PAPTICULATES SUCH AS 

NAMED IN THIS F'ERMIT IN THAT DUST. THEY WEF:E UPSET BECAUSE IT WAS U!RTY. 

NOW WE SEE BECAUSE THIS THING HAS BEEN KE~·T SO HUSH HUSH WITH VEFY 

LITTLE PUBLIC EDUACTION THAT THESE PEOPLE SHOULD BE TAVING MOF:E 

PERCAUTIONS THEN THEY ARE. IS THERE SDr1E POLICY YOU HrNE WF:ITTEN SOf1E 

WHERE TH?H SAYS TO KEEP THE PEOPLE IN THE DARK WILL MAt~E YOU!": .JOB 

EASIER. WHY ARENT YOU PUSHING PUBLIC EDUCATION ON THESEO: FACILITIES MORE 

SO THE F'EOPLE CAN TAKE THE NECCESARY F'ERCAUTIONS TO PROTECT THEMSL.E\,IIi:~. 

AT LEAST THEF:E WILL BE SOME ADDED AIR MONITORlNG. BUT I BELEI'/E TH;H THE 

f.:ESUL TS FROM THOSE MONITOF:lNG STATIONS AND THE LAND FILL LEAKAGE <SEE 

PAGE 285Dl 

2 

SHOULD BE I'LSO SENT TO THE LOCI\L HEALTH DEPTS OF MEL. , AP AND DEARBORN 

"'O THEY MAY ~::EEP ABREAST OF WHAT 18 HAPPENING AND CAN CORREELATE THIS 





WITH ANY SIN1FICANT HEALTH PROBLEMS IN THE AREA. CONSIDERING THE NATURE 

OF THE KINDS OF WASTE AND THERE POTENTIAL FOR BEING A FUGITIVE DUST 

PROBLEM I THlNt' THIS IS NEEDED.ALSO MORE INFORMATION ON THE ACTUAL 

"'ATERIEL HANDLING 1\T THE FACILTY IS NEEDE TO EDUACTE THE PUBLIC. 

I UNDRSTAND THE CONDITION ON PAGE 164 TO WAIVER GROUND WATER 

STUDIES FOP THIS LOCATION. BUT I DO NOT BELEIVE IN LIGHT OF PAST 

VIOLATIONS OF THE MANAGING COMPANY WAYNE DISPOSAL AND THERE DIOXIN 

SCANDAL AT WAYNE LANDFILL. I WOULD FIND THE STATE AT FAULT AND POSSIBLE 

CONFRONTED WlTH A LAWSUIT FOR NEGLGENCE IF THEY ALLOW THIS. ON PAGE 74 

THE LAST PARAGRAPH THE EPA RULES TALK ABOUT THE POSSIBILITY OF 

MISMANAGEMENT. THAT COULD HAPPEN HERE lT WOULD BE NEGLIGENT OF THE EPA 

OP DNR TO WAIVER ANY MONlTOR!NG WHEN THE f'OTENTIAL FOR THIS EXISTS. TH!S 

IS FURTHER ILLUSTRATED BY THE REMARf<:S ON PAGE 36 UNDER HAZARDOUS 

PROPERTIES OF WASTE. THE MIDDLE PARAGRAPGH OF THERE OWN APPLICATION. 

THIS POINT WAS EVEN ARGUED BY DAVID MILLER AND WAYNE DISPOSAL IN A 

LETTEP INCLUDED IN THE APPLICATION DATED FEB 16, 1984 PAGE 196. 

THE DATA BEING REPORTED ON A QUARTERLY BASIS IS NOT OFTEN ENOUGH IF 

YOU CONSIDER THE FREQUENCY IT COULD BE UP TO 4 MONTHS BEFORE A PROBLEM 

IS SUBMiTTED THAT HAPPENS ON THE FIRST OUARTER OF THE FIRST QUARTER ALSO 

CONSIDRING THAT THE DNR MAY NOT GET TO IT FOR A WHILE IT CAUSE UNDUE 

DELAY IN REI'1EDEING THE PROBLEM • ALSO THE DEMOSTATION AMNALYSIS \SEE 

PAGE 463) FOR CYANIDE AND PHENOLS SHOULD NOT BE DISCONTINUED AFTER THE 

FIRST :, SAMF'Lf;':S. SEEING AS FMC USES MANY OF THESE IN THERE OPEF:ATIONS. 

THEY SHOULD BE TESTED ?\T LEAST MONTHLY AS SHOULD THE "AS NEEDED" 

HEXAVALENT CHROI1IUM AND OTHER HEAVY METALS. 

THANt<YOU FUf': YOUH CONSIDEF:ATIUI\I 01\1 THESE MATTEF.:S. BRENDA 

LIVEOAK 
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CITY OF LINCOLN PARK, MICHIGAN 
CERTIFIED COPY OF RESOLUTION #88- 712 

-REGULAR MEETING OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LINCOLN PARK WAYNE 
COUNTY, MICHIGAN, HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS OF THE MUNICIPAL BUILDING , • UNDER THE DATE 0 F : _ __::O_::c_::to::b::e:::r_:l:::l_,_, ~1::9::_::8::_::8:__ 

WHEREAS, recent public hearings and meetings in the City of Allen Park 
regarding the Ford Motor Company reQuest for a hazardous waste landfill 
permit, located in the City of Allen Park at approximately Oakwood and 
I-94, have indicated that the granting of a permit is likely to have a 
detrimental effect of polluting, impairing or destroying the air, water 
or other natural resources of the public trust so as to constitute a threat 
to the health, saf.,ty, and welfare of the citizens of Lincoln Park and 
surrounding communities; and 
WHEREAS, the City of Allen Park has already demanded that it receive 
satisfactory responses to the issues and QUestions raised regarding the 
public health, safli'ty and welfare, prior to the agency's final consideration 
regarding the Ford Motor Company permit; and 
WHEREAS, the City has not received any 
Department of Natural Resources or the 
Protection Agency, 

response from 
United States 

the Michigan 
Environmental 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City of Lincoln Park is opposed to 
the granting of a permit to the Ford Motor Company for a hazardous waste 
landfill; and 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that a copy of this Resolution be forwarded to 
the Michigan Department of Natural Resources, the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency, United States Senators Carl Levin and 
Donald W. Riegle, Jr., United States Representative John D. Dingell; 
Governor James J. Blanchard, State Senator Christopher Dingell, State 
Representatives Joseph Palamara, Richard Young, William D. Ford, County 
Commissioner William O'Neil, State Representative Robert A. DeMars, Ford 
Motor Company and to surrounding communities. 
Motion unanimously carried. 

I, IRENE B. BAR TAL, duly authorized City Clerk of the City of. Lincoln Park, do hereby certify 
that the above 1s a true copy of a Resolution adopted by the City Council at a Regular Meeting 
held under the date of: October 11, 1988 . 

• IRENE B. BARTAL CITY CLERK 



CITY OF LINCOLN PARK, MICHIGAN 
. CERTIFIED COPY OF RESOLUTION #88- 712 

REGULAR !V!EETING OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LINCOLN PARK WAYNE 
COTJNTY, MICHIGAN, HELD IN THE COUNCIL CHAMBERS OF THE MUNICIPAL BUILDING , 

UNDER THE DATE 0 F : _ __::_O.:.ct.:.o::_:b::_:e:.:r--.:::.1:.:1:..., __:1:.:9:..::8:..::8_ 

WHEREAS, recent public hearings and meetings in the City of Allen Park 
regarding the Ford Motor Company request for a hazardous waste landfill 
permit, located in the City of Allen Park at approximately Oakwood and 
I-94, have indicated that the granting of a permit is likely to have a 
detrimental effect of polluting, impairing or destroying the air, water 
or other natural resources of the public trust so as to constitute a threat 
to the health, safety, and welfare of the citizens of Lincoln Park and 
surrounding communities; and 
WHEREAS, the City of Allen Park has already demanded that l.t receive 
satisfactory responses to the issues and questions raised regarding the 
public health, safety and welfare, prior to the agency's final consideration 
regarding the Ford Motor Company permit; and 
WHEREAS, the City has not received any 
Department of Natural Resources or the 
Protection Agency, 

response from 
United States 

the Michigan 
Environmental 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City of Lincoln Park is opposed to 
the granting of a permit to the Ford Motor Company for a hazardous waste 
landfill; and 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that a copy of this Resolution be forwarded to 
the Michigan Department of Natural Resources, the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency, United States Senators Carl Levin and 
Donald W. Riegle, Jr., United States Representative John D. Dingell; 
Governor James J. Blanchard, State Senator Christopher Dingell, State 
Representatives Joseph Palamara, Richard Young, William D. Ford, County 
Commissioner William 0 1 Neil, State Representative Robert A. DeMars, Ford 
Motor Company and to surrounding communities. 
Motion unanimously carried. 

I, IRENE B. BAR TAL, duly authorized City Clerk of the City of Lincoln Park, do hereby certify 
that the above 1s a true copy of a Resolution adopted by the City Council at a Regular Meeting 
held under the date of: October 11, 1988. 

IRENE B. BARTAL CITY CLERK 
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Mr. Traub: Good evening ladies and gentlemen. My name is Richard 

Traub and I will serve as hearings officer, 

representing the Michigan Department of Natural 

Resources and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

in Chicago. The purpose of tonight's hearing is to 

receive your questions and comments into the record on 

MDNR's and U.S. EPA's intent to issue a Resource 

Conservation and Recovery Act Permit and an Act 64 

operating license to Ford Motor Company to operate 

their existing hazardous waste landfill at 17005 

Oakwood Boulevard in Allen Park, Michigan. 

With me on the panel tonight is Pete Quackenbush an 

engineer with MDNR, Terry McNiel a geotechinal engineer 

with MDNR and Dave Petrowski with Region V-U.S. EPA, 

authors of the draft operating license permit. Also 

present, is Larry Aubushon a representative from the 

MDNR Southeast Michigan District Compliance staff. 

Under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act passed 

in 1976, by U.S. Congress, commonly known and RCRA and 

Act 64 of 1979, Michigan's Hazardous Waste Management 

Act. U.S. EPA and the MDNR have promulgated 

regulations to protect human health and the environment 

from the improper management of hazardous waste. These 

statutes, along with regulations found in Title 40 from 

the Code of Federal Regulations and Michigan's 





Administrative Code 299, enable the U.S. EPA and MDNR 

to issue or deny permits for hazardous waste 

facilities. Under these regulations establishing a 

permit system, every facility in Michigan which treats, 

stores and disposes of hazardous waste, must have a 

hazardous waste management permit or operating license. 

These regulations also enable the U.S. EPA and the MDNR 

to administer and enforce these permitting activities 

including the issuance and denial of permits or 

licenses for hazardous waste facilities. Under the 

regulations, if a facility transports, generates, 

stores, treats and/or disposes of hazardous waste, the 

facility is required to notify U.S. EPA. Generators 

who store hazardous waste for more than 90 days and 

treatment and disposal facilities are also required to 

file an application for a permit and/or operating 

license. 

Ford Motor Company notified EPA and filed a RCRA Part A 

application in November of 1980, an Act 64 operating 

license application in August of 1981. The company was 

issued an Act 64 operating license on October 22, 1982, 

and has been operating under RCRA interim status since 

then. Until the current application is approved or 

denied, the facility is allowed to continue to operate 

under interim status as long as certain operating 

requirements are met. The U.S. Congress didn't design 





such a permitting system because they recognize that 

the U.S. EPA and the State could not review all permit 

applications for numerous facilities at one time. 

Therefore, U.S EPA and authorized states were granted 

the authority by Congress, to request applications for 

permits on a gradual basis. A RCRA hazardous waste 

management permit must be obtained even though the 

facility may be operating under state or local permits. 

If a state is authorized under Section 3006 of RCRA, it 

may issue or deny permits in lieu of U.S. EPA. The 

State of Michigan received such authorization on 

October 30, 1986, for issuing permits under the RCRA 

program. However, U.S. EPA in cooperation with the 

State of Michigan, is responsible for making a final 

determination on portions of Ford Motor Company, Allen 

Park clay mine permit application, relating to the 

1984, hazardous and solid waste amendments to RCRA, 

which is commonly called hazardous. Thus, a portion 

of Ford Motor Company's draft permit or operating 

license will be issued by MDNR and the remainder by 

U.S. EPA until the State receives authorization for the 

remainder of the RCRA program. If the U.S. EPA and the 

Michigan DNR issue a permit and operating license to 

Ford, company will be allowed to dispose of hazardous 

waste in its landfill generated from the production of 

automobiles. Types of hazardous waste sent to the Ford 





Motor Company, Allen Park clay mine since the site was 

originally licensed under Act 64, has been limited. 

The proposed permit and operating license will allow 

Ford to accept a limited number of additional waste 

sites. 

The Company must comply with all conditions contained 

in the permit and the operating license. These 

conditions in turn must satisfy the requirements found 

in Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations, and 

Michigan Administrative Code, Section 299. These 

requirements include the proper design, operation and 

maintenance, accident preparedness and prevention, 

contingency planning and emergency procedures, 

recordkeeping and reporting, groundwater protection, 

closure, post closure, corrective action and financial 

responsibility. Before accepting comments from the 

audience, Pete Quackenbush and Dave Petrowsky will 

present background on Ford's permit and operating 

license application and on the draft permit and 

operating license. Larry Aubchon will give a brief 

summary on the compliance status of the facility. 

Following that, we will give you the summary of MDNR 

and U.S. EPA's participation activities and 

requirements. We will then accept comments from the 

audience~ 





Mr. Quackenbush will not provide us with some 

background on the State's Act 64 operating license. 

Pete. 

Mr. Quackenbush: Thank you Rich. 

Ms. 

Mr. 

The hazardous waste landfill facility which Ford is 

seeking to renew the Act 64 operating license for, 

consist of approximately 17 acres founded by Oakwood 

Boulevard, to the 

A little louder please. 

(Inaudible) 

Mr. Quackenbush: Okay - this the big one? Okay. 

The landfill was divided into two cells. Cell 1 which 

has been closed and Cell 2 which has yet to be 

constructed. The remainder of this 200 odd acre site 

is devoted to landfilling of nonhazardous solid waste, 

which is regulated under Michigan's Solid Waste 

Management Act which is P.A. 641 of 1978. MDNR issued 

Ford an Act 64 operating license for the Allen Park 

clay mine hazardous waste landfill on October 22 of 

1982. That license expired on October 22, 1986. 

however, since the company filed a timely application 





to renew their operating license, they are allowed to 

continue to operate under the conditions of the expired 

licensed as provided for in the Michigan Administrative 

Procedures Act. 

As was stated earlier Ford's Allen Park clay mine being 

an existing facility as interim status under the 

federal RCRA program, and has been allowed to operate 

under the interim status standards for landfills while 

their Part B application for the RCRA permit was under 

review. Since Michigan received authorization to run 

the RCRA program except for the HSWA amendments, the 

proposed State Act 64 operating license and Federal 

Permit HSWA permit together will constitute a complete 

RCRA permit. Cell 1 of this facility was designed to 

meet the Act 64 requirements at the time a license was 

issued in 1982. That design consisted of a cell bottom 

having at least 25 feet of natural clay with a 

permeability of 1 X 10
7 

Centimeters per second and a 

leachate collection system. 

The November 8, 1984, HSWA amendments to RCRA required 

units that had not received waste at that time to be 

design to include a double liner system which at a 

minimum, had to include a leachate collection system, a 

synthetic top liner and a bottom liner consisting of 

not less than 3 feet of recompacted clay, and leak 





detection system between the two liners. Existing 

facilities that did not install double liner systems by 

May 9th of 1985, were required to close and as a 

result, Cell 1 of this facility which did not have that 

type of a liner system ceased receiving hazardous waste 

and has undergone closure. 

Cell 2 of this facility is designed in accordance with 

the HSWA amendments, that liner system which I just 

described and the 1985 revisions to the Act 64 rules. 

The proposed design includes: the leachate collection 

system, a primary composite liner consisting of an 80 

MI high density polyethylene synthetic liner directly 

underlain by 5 feet of recompacted clay, a synthetic 

drainage meter leak detection system and below that, a 

secondary liner consisting of another 80 MI high 

density polyethlene synthetic liner underlain by at 

least 20 feet of 1 X 10
6 

centimeter per second 

permeability of native clay. The Allen Park clay mine 

was originally licensed to handle only two types of 

hazardous waste and they were designated by waste codes 

which EPA came up with inception of the RCRA program 

the first being K061 which is emission control dust 

from primary production of steel and the other being 

K087 which is the canner tank tar sludge from coking 

operations, and they were allowed to accept these 





wastes at the facility provided they were not 

ignitable, reactive or contained any free liquids. 

The proposed license will allow the company to accept 

additional waste types which contain metals. The 

particular metals are arsenic, barrium, cadimum, 

chromium, lead, mercury, selenium, silver, copper and 

zinc which may have been also components of the waste 

that they received before, provided the waste are 

ignitable, reactive or contain any free liquids, or are 

subject to the land disposal ban under the HSWA 

provisions of RCRA, which Dave may elaborate some more 

for you. 

Specific conditions of this draft operating license 

require environmental monitoring of this site for 

hazardous constituents contained in the waste proposed 

for disposal. This will consist of leak detection, 

monitoring, surface water monitoring, soil monitoring, 

sediment monitoring and air monitoring. Monitoring at 

the site has been conducted under the original 

operating license, and no data at this point has 

indicated that there is any threat to human health or 

the environment. I might add that the monitoring 

required under this license, will be of a much more 

substantial nature. Groundwater monitoring is not 

required in the draft operating license based on Ford's 





Mr. Traub: 

Mr. Petrowsky 

demonstration that due to geologic conditions which is 

a approximately 60 foot thick clay layer at this site, 

and the artesian conditions of the aquifer which is 70 

to 85 feet below the ground surface that there is no 

potential for migration of liquid from the landfill to 

the aquifer. The company will however, be required to 

monitor the artesian conditions of the aquifer to 

verify that the upward gradient does not change. 

The draft license requires that the leak detection 

surface water and soil monitoring data be evaluated 

statistically, to determine if there is an unacceptable 

increase in any of the parameters. That concludes my 

summary of the draft Act 64 operating license, Rich. 

Thank you Pete. Dave will now provide some information 

on the HSWA part of the permit. 

The United States Environmental Protection Agency 

(USEPA) is preparing to issue a federal permit to the 

Ford Motor Company, to operate a hazardous waste 

landfill. The Ford facility is located in Allen Park, 

Michigan and is referred to as the Ford/Allen Park clay 

mine. On July 20, 1988, the Michigan Department of 

Natural Resources -
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Ms. 

Mr. Petrowsky: 

Will you speak louder, we cannot hear back here nothing 

but mumbling. 

Is that better? 

On July 20, 1988, the Michigan Department of Natural 

Resources and the U.S. EPA jointly public noticed an 

Intent to Issue a Michigan Public Act 64 Operating 

License and a Federal Hazardous and Solid Waste 

Amendments HSWA permits to Ford. Both the state 

license and the federal permit are required to operate 

the landfill. The Ford/Allen Park clay mine is a 

landfill facility owned, operated and used solely for 

the disposal of Ford Company waste. The total site 

covers approximately 260 acres while the hazardous 

waste landfill portion of the facility covers 17 acres. 

These 17 acres of the hazardous waste portion are 

divided into two eight acres cells, numbered 1 and 2. 

The remainder of the site is devoted to landfilling 

nonhazardous solid waste. The draft federal permit 

addressed Cell 2 while Cell 1 has been closed. The 

federal part of the draft permit, places requirements 

on the Ford Motor Company above and beyond the state's 

Act 64 operating license. The U.S. EPA's authority to 

do this is based upon a congressional act, specifically 

the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984, to 

the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act. 





A major provision of the draft federal permit, will 

compel the facility to take corrective action for any 

releases of hazardous waste or constituents to the 

environment. This includes your leases to the 

atmosphere, groundwater, surface water, soil and 

sediment. As such, the federal permit for the Allen 

Park facility will require Ford to determine or absence 

of past or present releases. If releases did occur, 

the permit will then require determination of the 

extent of the resulting contamination and its 

subsequent clean up. The corrective action provisions 

of the draft federal permit, cover all of the solid 

waste management units at the Allen Park site, 

including both the solid and hazardous waste landfills. 

If contamination is documented, the federal permit 

would then be modified to corrective deemed necessary 

by U.S. EPA. A schedule has been included in the draft 

permit, to ensure that corrective action activities are 

completed in a timely manner. 

A second requirement to the federal part of this permit 

concerns waste minimization. Under this provision, 

Ford must reduce to a minimum the quantity and toxicity 

of the hazardous waste that are generated by the 

landfill facility. 
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A third requirement of the federal permit, places 

limitations upon the types of material which can be 

disposed of in the landfill. These limitations are 

generally referred to as the land ban restrictions. 

These regulations will require Ford to reduce the 

toxicity and mobility of certain hazardous waste before 

they can be accepted into the landfill. Other 

regulations prohibit the disposal of liquids. 

Finally, a fourth provision of the federal permit deals 

with the design of Cell 2. The federal requirements 

for hazardous waste landfills include a double liner 

system with a liquid collection system above the top 

liner and a leak detection system between the liners. 

The design of Cell 2, shall meet these federal 

requirements. 

In conclusion, the federal permit for the Ford/Allen 

Park landfill will insure 1) the characterization and 

subsequent cleanup of any existing contamination at the 

site, will require Ford to minimize the waste generated 

by the facility, will prohibit the disposal of liquids 

and land restricted waste and will ensure that the 

design of Cell 2 will meet the requirements for 

hazardous waste landfills. By granting this permit, 

all of these requirements will be brought into effect. 





Mr. Traub: 

Mr. Abushon: 

The U.S. EPA believes that this will be protective of 

human health in the environment. 

Thank you Dave. Larry Abushon will now give us a brief 

summary of the compliance history of the facility. 

Just a few brief comments. Compliance and enforcement 

is an important part of the permitting process. The 

two regulations that govern this particular operation 

relates to what has previously been outlined Act 64, 

which is the state regulations and then RCRA which is 

the federal law. The state law requires a quarterly 

inspection at that particular facility. Federal 

oversight inspections - federal inspections require an 

annual review, so you can see that the state scrutiny 

of the facility is certainly much more stringent than 

the federal. The finalized permit, we take that 

particular permit and come up with an inspection format 

which outlines unique conditions of that particular 

permit and also addresses specific issues that are 

required in the law such as reviewing the operating 

records, reviewing the waste manifest that come into 

the facility, looking at personnel training, 

contengency plans, waste analyst data, closure plan, 

post closure plans, financial instruments. The 

violations that are detected during the course of an 

inspection we have a number of enforcement options, 





Mr. Traub. 

depending on the severity of those particular 

violations. Generally what you see in that particular 

fact sheet that you picked up off the front table, we 

utilize the letter of warnings for less serious 

violations. We also have options for escalated 

enforcements which can result in fines and possibly 

revocation of the permit depending on the severity of 

the incident. 

Again, the fact sheet is a brief summary of the 

inspections that have been conducted since August of 

1982, and gives you an outline and there was a 

continuation sheet that kind of brings you up-to-date 

to the last inspection that was performed on the 

August 22. The company is considered to be responsive 

as far as addressing the issues that are identified 

during the course of an inspection and there are no 

compliance issues that have been identified that would 

prevent the issuance of this particular permit that 

we've identified. 

Thank you Larry. U.S. EPA and the MDNR fully encourage 

public participation. To briefly summarize our public 

participation procedure, RCRA and Act 64 require the 

U.S. EPA and the MDNR to publish a Notice of Intent to 

issue or deny a permit or operating license in a local 

newspaper and to broadcast it over local radio 





stations. On July 20, 1988, public notice was 

published in the News Herald. The Notice announced the 

availability for public inspection of the 

administrative record on Ford Motor Company on Allen 

Park Clay Mine, permit application and the availability 

of a draft operating license and this public hearing. 

Radion stations WCXI and WCZY in Detroit. Broadcast 

notice of this hearing as a public service 

announcement. Notices concerning this permit or 

operating license were sent to approximately 50 

interested parties, public interest groups, and local, 

state and national officials on the mailing list of 

Michigan. The administrative record is available at 

the U.S. EPA office in Chicago, and the MDNR's office 

is in Lansing. This record includes the permit and 

operating license application submitted by Ford Motor 

Company. The draft permit or operating license a fact 

sheet and other related background documents. In 

addition, the application - the draft operating license 

and fact sheet have been available at the City of Allen 

Park Administrators Office, located at 16850 Southfield 

Road. All comments received tonight whether written or 

verbal will become part of the administrative record. 

After the close of the public comment period on 

September 3, 1988, U.S. EPA and MDNR will evaluate all 

information received prior to making a final decision 





on this application. When making its final decision, 

U.S. EPA and MDNR will respond to all relevant comments 

which have been presented at the public hearing or 

during the public comment period. If new evidence or 

information is submitted to the U.S. EPA or MDNR and 

this evidence or information raises substantial new 

questions concerning the draft permit or operating 

license, U.S. EPA and MDNR may prepare a new draft 

permit and a revised fact sheet. If there is need for 

substantial revision to the original draft or to 

agencies preliminary permit conditions, the public 

comment period may by extended or reopened and the U.S. 

EPA and MDNR will publish a notice of this fact in the 

News Herald. If the comment period is reopened or 

extended, U.S. EPA and MDNR will then consider only 

those comments which pertain to new information or 

evidence. 

Along with the final decision, U.S. EPA and MDNR will 

issue a responsiveness summary which will contain our 

official response to the relevant comments which have 

been raised. The summary will also include which 

conditions, if any, of the draft operating license were 

changed. We will also indicate if any documents have 

been added to the administrative record. Both the 

final permit and operating license and the 

responsiveness summary will be included in that 
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administrative record. Notification of our final 

decision will be provided to Ford Motor Company and to 

each individual who has either presented oral or 

written comments at this hearing, submitted written 

comment or requested a notice of our decision. 

If there is anyone present that does not plan to submit 

oral comments and would like to receive a notice of the 

final decision and response to comments, there is a 

sign up sheet at the registration table. A transcript 

is also being made of tonight hearing. If you would 

like a copy of the transcript, please sign this sheet 

at the registration table. If the transcript is 50 or 

more pages, there will be a copying charge of 20 cents 

per page. If there is this copying charge for the 

transcript, we will notify you in advance by phone or 

letter. If you have not filled out a registration 

card, we would appreciate you doing so before you leave 

tonight so we have evidence of your participation in 

this public hearing. 

I would like to stress at this point that the purpose 

of tonight's hearing is to receive all you questions 

and comments into the record. We will not present our 

official response to these questions and comments 

tonight, but it will be available in the responsiveness 





summary. Pete Quackenbush, Terry McNiel, Dave 

Petrowsky, Larry Aubachon and myself will be available 

after this hearing to provide you with any information 

that is available and answer questions. We will also 

hold an informal question and answer period to answer 

questions that you may have after the formal public 

hearing has concluded. 

All persons wishing to speak tonight, should register 

their intent on the registration cards. If you decide 

you want to present comments and have not yet indicated 

your intent, please fill out a card and hand it to Pete 

up here at the table. I will attempt to call speakers 

in the order in which the request were received. As 

your name is called, please step up to the microphone. 

Before you speak, please give your name and spell your 

last name. A copy of your comments in written for if 

available, should be given to the panel up here before 

you begin your presentation. If you do not intend to 

speak tonight but have written comments, please give 

them to Pete at the conclusion of the hearing. 

I must ask you to limit your presentation to 10 

minutes. If you cannot finish in 10 minutes, please 

summarize your comments for us. You may submit longer 

comments in writing tonight or any time before the 

close of the public comment period on September 3, 
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Mr. Coogan: 

1988, At the end of 10 minutes if you have not 

finished, I will ask you to please conclude. If you 

cannot finish in the next few minutes, I will have to 

ask you to sit down so that the next speaker can begin. 

We appreciate your cooperation so everybody who wishes 

to speak will have the chance to do so. We will now 

begin to receive your comments. Please remember to 

repeat your name and spell it please. Okay, the first 

speaker card I have is Larry Coogan. 

My last name is spelled Coogan. If I may make an 

editorial comment before we begin. It seems as though 

the 50 pages of the transcript are going to be taken up 

before we begin our participation so. I represent the 

City of Melvindale and as well as them, the residents 

of the downriver area have a lot of concerns. The 

resident of Southeast Michigan in particularly down 

river area are tired being the hazardous waste capitol 

of the State of Michigan. We already have the most 

polluted river in the Great Lakes basin that's the 

Rouge to benefit you who may not know. We already have 

the dirtiest air according to the EPA and DNR. Within 

the next several years, there will be at least three 

new hazardous waste incinerators on line in our area. 

We the residents of down river area have had enough. 

There are those who say that Wayne County generates 

most hazardous waste and therefore we should be the 





ones that bare the burden. The truth of the matter is 

that Wayne County, right now, deals with and disposes 

of three times the amount of hazardous waste that we 

generate. We've done our shareG 

There are primarily seven concerns that we have about 

this permit and the first of those concerns are 

obviously be the medical problems that we could 

possibly face. There are numerous toxicants that are 

going stored in this facility if this permit goes 

through, all of which have a significance that affect 

on the health when and if released into the 

environment. For example, studies show that phenol on 

of the chemical added on the list that Ford seeks to 

store, if exposed to human or aquatic life can cause 

extreme problems with the liver problems exposed to 

high does and lower concentrations can cause digestive 

disturbances, vomiting, difficulty in swallowing, 

excessive selavation, diarrhea, nervous disorders, 

headaches, dizziness, mental disturbances, skin 

eruptions all of which residents of our community 

already suffer. OSHIA at this point list this chemical 

as toxic - highly toxic at only 5 ppm. Who is going to 

monitor the air at the place, who is going to see the 

results of the monitoring. right Wayne County is 

inundated its staff is woefully inadequate. It cannot 

possibly digest more information than what its doing so 





at this time. So there is some serious problems with 

my authorization. 

The same scenario that I just went through is 

illustrated for almost every chemical that permit seeks 

to allow in this new clay mine facility. It is worth 

noting that chromium and cadmium are particulate, 

escaping from mismanagement and control dust? It is 

another pathway of concern. These minute particles 

could be dispatched by the wind. If waste dust are 

piled in the open, which have been done at this 

facility in the past by your own admission and by the 

only reports that we have, it could lead to serious 

problems and human health such as kidney disorders and 

things of that nature. 

There was also a study done several years ago which I 

read in the synopsis with the little time I had to go 

over. The Snow Wood Study. This study was conducted 

by the Michigan Cancer Foundation, I don't know if 

you've read that or not, but it's got some pretty good 

information in it. The data showed the incidence of 

cancer in the Snow Woods area between the time of 1973 

and 2981. Snow Woods is a subdivision which lies west 

of the facility, as you may or may not be aware. 

Primarily the wind blows in a westerly direction 

prevailing westerly as we have here. Therefore, their 
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impact would be even a heck of a lot less than what the 

residence of Allen Park and Melvindale and other 

facilities which lie east of that would be subjected 

to. 

The study showed for instance, brain cancer expected in 

the area was approximately four cases of brain cancer, 

twelve were observed. There were a total of 265 cases 

in the area in that period of time. In addition, the 

report also stated approximately 17 prostrate cancers 

were to be expected, 26 were observed. The list goes 

on and on I don't have time to enumerate all of the 

list at this time, this meeting would be to long. The 

study was never done or it never has been done to the 

best of my knowledge for the people that east of this 

facility. I think that before any application, and the 

City of Melvindale concurs with this, any application 

should be granted for the running of a hazardous waste 

permit, something should be done to check into that in 

detail. How are the residents east affected. Right 

now when the Michigan Cancer Foundation concluded its 

study, it said that more research was necessary and 

that was as of 1981, I believe that's when they 





finished the report and nothing has been done. 

Nothing. 

Another major concern that we have is that of property 

values. By Ford's own admission in their interoffice 

memo that you also have copies of, it states that the 

property value per acre right now is worth $31,000. per 

acre. As a result of the closing of this site by 1996, 

approximately, the property value is going to be around 

$2,500 per acre. Our concern to the City is what's 

going to happen to our property taxes and evaluation? 

If your neighbor has devaluated property, it directly, 

adversely, affects your property. So that's another 

very legitimate concern not only for the City and their 

loss of tax base, but also for the residence who live 

in the area of Princeton Estates in the area of 

Melvindale and in the area of Dearborn in the Snow Wood 

Subdivision. 

There is also a problem we feel with the management of 

this facility. As you know, Ford Motor has currently 

decided to delegate the management responsibility to 

this facility to Wayne Disposal. Gentlemen, we know 

what happened several weeks ago in the Belleville area 

with regards to their site. Dixon was illegally stored 

- I know the contents may or may not be in large 

quantities, but nevertheless it was in violation, they 





were sited and they are currently being fined for that. 

What's to insure the residents of this area which is 

highly more populated then that of the Belleville area 

of this same scenario happening here. What's to 

prevent that? And if it does, there's a whole lot more 

people in this area that will be affected. 

Public participation. I know that the fundamentals of 

the law and it is to publish in the paper. That was 

complied with I grant you. However, the spirit of law 

I do not think was adhered to in this situation. Look 

at the crowd that we have here this evening. It's 

obvious if you take a look around, the word did not get 

out. When the local newspaper calls me from the City 

of Dearborn two days before this hearing and it said 

"we don't know anything about this hearing", 

something's wrong, something's wrong. The DNR has only 

furnished -here's another concern. The DNR has only 

furnished one copy of the permit application and that 

was for the City of Allen Park. When I contacted them, 

the response was - and rightly so, that I would have to 

pay $75.00. We feel that the person seeking the permit 

application, should furnish that to us and all the 

other residents who desire to go through that and give 

it the strict scrutiny. It shouldn't be the 

responsibility of the City of Melvindale to have to go 

out and buy the piece of paper to do research to 





Mr. Traub: 

Mr. Coogan: 

protect its citizens. That is due to your Department 

and it's due to EPA. Thus the City of Melvindale would 

like to go down on record as stating that public 

participation period should be extended and that all 

current information should be available to the City of 

Melvindale, at the expense of the applicant as I just 

said earlier. 

There has also been a decision made by the EPA and the 

DNR, to weight the requirement of groundwater 

monitorization. I do not feel and neither does the 

City that this is justified. The cost incurred to 

monitor the groundwater is well worth the effort it 

would take in expenses. 

Larry, could you start summing up please? 

I'm just about there, Sir. I've got a whole lot more 

to be quite honest but - But the old adage should be 

headed, it's better to be safe than sorry folks. I 

think once after there is a spill, its to late to 

monitor the water. The truth is in the last seven 

years there has only been two monitorizations of 

groundwater at that site and again, that's inadequate. 

The compliance history of the firm - of this site, has 

not been all that well and I'll just summarize very 

briefly since I'm running out of time. In the past at 





least three occasions - I stand corrected if you can 

point out different, that there has been the problem 

with this site not covering the hazardous waste or the 

waste that's being disposed there. In the event this 

happens with these type of chemicals that you're 

suggesting to store here, there could be monumental 

impact on the environment. What's going to be done to 

protect our citizens? 

Again I'd like it to go on record that the violations 

like the above enumerated and the application 

should be given the strictest scrutiny. It is the 

City's recommendation that permit not be granted until 

further study has been done, and if and when this 

permit is granted, the City would like all results of 

any test by anyone of your departments or by the firm 

themself to be sent to our cities so we can go through 

them ourselves and see to it that it is competently 

handled. We would also like to request a copy of the 

permit application again like I earlier stated. 

It has been stated to that this is renewal of Ford's 

application, but by your own admission this is not a 

renewal. This has been an added - there is adding 

significant number of adverse chemicals that we need to 

deal with. Unfortunately, myself nor the City of 

Melvindale and a numerous residents, did not have 





Mr. Traub: 

Mr. Bennett: 

enough time to go through this permit to go into even 

more detail that I could, I'm sure and certain I could 

find numerous errors, and I again request that we have 

more time to give this stricter scrutiny. Thank you 

and I wish I had more time to go through even more. 

The next speaker I have a card for is Artis Bennett. 

My name is Artis Bennett. I am the Chief Building 

Inspector and staff member of the Environmental 

Commission on behalf of the City of Allen Park. I 

would like to submit the following for your 

consideration. As a background I have been aware of 

the clay mine dump since 1963, at which time the 

Homeowners Association, the City Council and Ford Motor 

Car Company met to discuss the problems of blowing sand 

and burning debris. At this time, the items being 

dumped were not considered hazardous. Ford Motor Car 

Company did take corrective action to solve some of the 

problems we were having. We have worked with Ford 

since that time, and until a new classification of 

hazardous waste, we had no problems to speak of. With 

the debris that is being dumped on which a percentage 

is considered hazardous waste, we have a greater 

problem to protect the citizens of Allen Park, 

Melvindale and Dearborn. It is our understanding that 

Mr. Quackenbush, there is going to issued another 





additional permit that would include corrective action 

requirements down the line. Have this been done if so, 

may we have a copy of that before it's complete? 

It is rumored that the waste from other sources than 

Ford Motor Car Company will be deposited in this site. 

In the application it states "this is an in-house 

operation. Provides for tight control of waste 

management activities since Ford handles the waste from 

cradle to grave with outsiders other than will Ford be 

able to dump here? If so, who and what?" The manager 

of this clay mine is Wayne Disposal and in the issue of 

although our Michigan outdoors, they are charged with a 

$250,000 suit for taking illegal hazardous waste into a 

facility that they also manage. I am very concerned 

that this type of management would be allowed to 

proceed with this kind of dump in the City of Allen 

Park and I would be most objective to them continuing 

if this is going to be the case. 

In reviewing the plan, I find no where does it state 

that Allen Park will be advised of any problems on this 

site. This I believe, has to be corrected since all 

water from the site is to be dumped into Allen Park 

Drain, the dust from the site will blow over Allen 

Park, Melvindale and Dearborn. We do not believe that 

after a storm when surface water monitoring discloses a 





problem, that we should have to wait until the Director 

is advised 30 days later about the problem and the 

Director then may later advise Allen Park of this 

problem. I believe that we should know right then and 

there that that's the problem that exists and we should 

be involved in it. The construction quality insurance 

plan does not include the City of Allen Park and its 

preconstruction meeting, nor any of the reports copied 

to the City of Allen Park. This must be done. We must 

be included in the preconstruction meetings. I do not 

say that we're going to control them or be there, but 

we should be there to here and observe what is going to 

be done. 

Since you'll be dumping annually about 72,000 tons of 

tar sludge in which 47.7 tons is naphthalene and 2.2 

tons is polyene, compounds as you are well aware these 

are very hazardous wastes and are known to leach 

through clay very quickly. It is hoped that your two 

liners will hold this sludge since we have water below 

and your own admission that there is water there. And 

another little fact that I don't know whether you're 

aware of, but the salt mine has underground­

undermined all of that area. They're down 

approximately 900 feet to 1300 feet. The whole parcel 

has been taken out for salt. It is now filling up with 

water. Where the water is coming from, nobody is able 





to tell us. Could the water be leaking down from the 

clay up above from your underground water that is going 

through there? Could it be going that way and coming 

on down into the clay mine. If so, then when this were 

to leak and this tar sludge would be breaking down ud 

leaking down through the clay. Could it not then be 

infiltrating our underground water and causing us a 

real problem. Could we be known as the love canal 

again, in the City of Allen Park. 

Chairman of our Environmental Commission who is also an 

environmental engineer, reviewed the plan and find it 

basically in order but wishes to know the following. 

On Page 36 in the General Description Section B, a 

statement is made that indicates that tar sludge K087 

waste is disposed in other locations in either 

processes or open hearth furnace operation. Is this 

possible that the Rouge steel mill? If so, why do they 

need to put into the ground? Also in Section B 

reference 16 in the middle of the pages not listed on 

Page 58 as indicated. As to the training program as 

stated in your plan, how often will the workers be 

required to attend training schools? From the records 

that you have given us tonight it appears that the 

people on the grounds over there do not know to keep 

proper records. So some place along the line 

somebody's going to have to go to school to learn how 
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Mr. Traub: 

Mr. Gomolak: 

to keep proper records and apparently they haven't done 

it at Wayne Disposal 

Another question that I'd like to ask, is what medical 

steps will be taken to check the workers to see whether 

or not be effected in and way in working with the 

hazardous waste. 

To sum up - I wish again to point out that Allen Park 

must be included in all notices of any problems at the 

time of the problem, and must be permitted to be 

present at all preconstruction meetings. We must be 

permitted to inspect the site anytime during working 

hours. Allen Park wishes to work with Ford Motor Car 

Company, the DNR and U.S. EPA in this matter, but we 

can only do so if we are fully informed and that I 

conclude sir. 

Okay thank you. The next speaker or card which I have 

is Norman Gomolak? 

It's Gomolak. My name is Norman Gomolak the correct 

spelling is G 0 M 0 LA K, I'm Director of Public Works 

for the City of Dearborn and rather than be redundant, 

I would only reinforce that which has already been said 

by the two previous speakers. 





Mr. Traub: 

Ms. Bennett: 

One of the concerns I have is the water monitoring and 

the ambient air monitoring according to your report 

here that indicates that the test have generally been 

inconclusive. It would seem to me that prior to any 

reissuance or issuance of a license that that testing 

should have a definite conclusion as to what was found 

and certainly - to my knowledge the City of Dearborn, 

if they received any information regarding this 

hearing, it wasn't sent to my office and I'm not aware 

of anyone in the City of Dearborn receiving one. So if 

it was sent somewhere, I'd certainly like to know. But 

I haven't as Director of Public Works, received 

anything from the state indicating anything since I was 

the first time around a few years back, I would have 

thought I was still on the mailing list. 

I had just requested to receive any information as to 

future hearings, the dates since my office had not 

received one for this hearing. 

Thank you. The next speaker is Betty Bennett 

I have a speech for you but it's been covered. I just 

want to go on record as being against this enlargement. 

I live very close to the dump and there has been a lot 

of cancer in our neighborhood - 10 within a two block 

area that I know of personally. We have------- in our 





Mr. Traub: 

Ms. Brown: 

homes all the time so there is dirt in the air all the 

time from there and stench. That's all. 

The next speaker for which I have a card is Elenore 

Brown. 

My name is Elenore Brown B R 0 W N. I live at 1554 

Hollywood, Dearborn the Oakwood Hospital area. I 

strongly object to the Ford Motor Company clay mine 

landfill so close to our residential area. This 

landfill was established I believe way back in 1956, 

when already I was a resident at my present address. 

As resident so close to this hazardous dump. We were 

ignored, that was unfair, we knew nothing about it. 

The Government hospitals, doctors and nurses 

continuously keep us vigilant concerning cancer. 

Cancer Society mail us continuous mail every day almost 

asking for money, etc., and telling us what to be aware 

of. How can we do for ourself when we have all this to 

contend us. Industry, big business and even some 

government divisions are ignoring the health of U.S. 

citizens who have rights also. Let us eliminate this 

danger now. I'm and ex-Ford Motor Company employee, 

I'm retired. It doesn't mean that they should not 

consider us also though. Where do I hand this in? 

Thank you. 





Mr. Traub: 

Mr: 

Mr. Traub: 

Ms. Belanger: 

Mr. Traub: 

Mr. Coogan: 

The next speaker, George Verbeke 

I think he left. 

Oh Okay, alright. The next speaker then, will be Fran 

Bellanger. 

Fran Belanger. My address is 18904 Ruth in Melvindale. 

I'm here to represent future generations. We are sick 

and tired of what's going on in the air, in the water, 

and now down below us too. I also want to add one 

thing to your list that I haven't heard mentioned 

tonight, and that is the fact that we over there in 

Melvindale are on a fault line and I don't know if it 

extends up that way and if it does, and if it's even 

close, doesn't that have any affect on a clay lining? 

Couldn't it split? I don't know of anything that an 

earthquake can't affect. Everything else has been 

covered tonight, it's just that I want to add one 

thing. Trust was a good man, but don't trust was 

better. Thank you. 

The next card I have is for Thomas Coogan. 

My name is Thomas Coogan I'm mayor of the City of 

Melvindale. I'm here tonight to compliment you 

gentlemen of a poor job you've been doing to protect 





the citizens of the United States. The DNR, the EPA 

are suppose to be our protectors. You have absolutely 

failed us miserably. I'm appalled at the gentleman 

sitting there, trying to shelve more toxic waste, 

hazardous waste and everything else in this area and 

not even have the consideration to notify the citizens. 

Personally the Mayor of the City should have had some 

of thing. I got it from the City of Allen Park's 

Department. 

We within a three mile area of the toxic dump and I 

feel like a lot of other people feel here you people 

have failed us, we will take this farther, you 

gentlemen will not shelve this down our throat, this 

Mr. Toman which is actually the person that has Wayne 

Disposal, Michigan Disposal, Crystal Mines is all 

behind us. Now you gentlemen have got to realize we're 

dealing with multi-billion dollars here that are going 

to be made on disposal of this toxic and hazardous 

waste. My feeling is that any place that this 

gentleman can shelve his self, he even tried to do it 

up in the Upper Peninsula on the banks of Lake Superior 

and Ontonogan County. The people in Ontonogan County 

got up, stood up, fought, put it on the ballot, we 

don't want that junk up here. It's next to the biggest 

water supply in the world. We don't want it here 

either, we've had our share. We had enough impact on 





Mr. Traub: 

Ms. Liveoak: 

industry. The EPA wants to do something, build an 

incinerator out in Wyoming someplace where the 

population is very, very small. Create a sewer tax or 

surcharge on each individual gallon of this toxic and 

hazardous waste. Dispose of it in a regulated 

operating which we know that it is properly being 

disposed. Let's not bury it again here, dig it up 

tomorrow, bury it over here. Let's get rid of it. My 

feeling is, right now, that if the EPA does not start 

protecting, you aren't going to have anything to 

protect. Because we're all going to be dead because of 

your negligence. Thank you. 

Okay. This is the last speaker I have a card for. If 

anyone else wishes to speak, please present a card up 

here and we'll get you in, okay. The last speaker I 

have a card for is Brenda Livoak. 

My name is Brenda Liveoak, my address is 727 South 

Thumpries in Detroit. I'm President of Oakland 

Environmental Concerns Association of which some of our 

members are in the Melvindale Area. They ask that I 

have a look at this permit, as many of them are quite 

concerned about this permit. 

First of all, I was going over the public announcement 

fact sheet and included compliance record. I was quite 
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concerned over the issue of noncompliance. I was 

alarmed to see the various act of noncompliance, but I 

have to say I was further alarmed to see that there was 

a letter as part of your application package, the Ford 

Motor Company application package on Page 422 on 

inspection reports. It states that these violations 

are mostly procedural in nature. I must say that I do 

not believe that to be true. Proper leachate levels, 

runoff and run-on control, not being performed in 

sufficient cover, citizen complaints on fugitive dust, 

improper contamination of equipment, improper 

monitoring, etc. The inadequate recordkeeping and 

noncompliance for inspections and incomplete training 

records, our deficiencies they site as in majority and 

that is simply not true. That report is bias in 

nature. Besides the consideration evaluator does not 

have for the fact, the procedural deficiencies can 

often be loopholes that create catastrophic errors when 

dealing with hazardous and toxic waste. The fact that 

none of the violations were considered major, presents 

a new picture of what the MDNR considered safe for our 

community. What do we need to wake up the DNR and the 

EPA and the County. A few dead people, brain cancer, 

liver cancer, lung disease, hearing disabilities and 

children. Is that what it takes? What about protection 

and preventative procedure. Are not these things 

important. I do not think so when I read the 





noncompliance record evaluation by the MDNR. You have 

allowed to much to go to far. Please note on page 426 

the potential for human exposure via water waste. It 

called many of the things that are sited as merely 

procedure in the noncompliance record as being 

necessary to certain design and operating feature which 

mitigate the potential for releases to surface water. 

In other words, they are what we are relying on to keep 

us from into the water table, yet you would have us to 

believe that noncompliance is merely lack of technical 

data. And it's the only shot that we have at 

protecting the environment and the people. I would 

also like to ask for an extension so we may have 

another public hearing and more time to go over the 

permit. I was only able to view the permit three weeks 

ago and that was in partial. The entire two lines was 

not put together until recently for viewing and thanks 

to Larry Coogan, he copied some of the information for 

me as I had little time to get to Allan Park to view 

it. This is nonsense. Other copies should have been 

distributed to Melvindale and Dearborn for viewing and 

to my own neighborhood organization as an interested 

party to this permit and that we are so close to the 

location. This should be a cost to the company as part 

of their public education process that the Act 64 calls 

for. 





My organization is compromised of many poor and elderly 

who cannot afford the high cost of application 

packages. Little has been done by Ford Motor Company 

to make this package available to any interested party. 

If anything, they have done all they can to keep it out 

of the public eye on this one. Considering their 

reputation for poor air emission quality at the Rouge 

facility, poor material handling at that facility 

causing fugitive dust problems and then this record of 

noncompliance, they have been a very poor neighbor 

neighbor to us. They even recently settled a law suit 

with several people near here that had terms and that 

would allow them to go back to the air pollution levels 

prior to the Air Quality Act, and those people cannot 

take any legal action against Ford Motor Company. What 

sweet deal that was for them. This is not an industry 

who wants to live compatibly with us. They have no 

regard for the health and welfare of these 

neighborhoods. They do not care about trying to help 

citizens here have a decent quality of life. Again, 

for the sake of what they tried to make out as jobs and 

productivity, they think we should allow what they are 

doing. The fact is, they just do not want to cut in on 

their profits. I have learned a very important lesson 

since I have been involved in these hazardous waste 

sitings, that is the companies who do not put some of 

their profits back into their companies to make them 





Ms. 

Ms. Liveoak: 

Audience: 

Ms. Liveoak: 

environmentally safe, are the companies that do the 

most damage. 

That a girl! 

To speak of health, I draw attention to Page 428 or 

Page 1 of the Snow Woods Report, requested by Dearborn. 

It was done between 1973 and 1871. Throughout the 

report excess cancer numbers are reported. I would 

like to quote Page 433 or Page 6 of this report. It 

says "There is insufficient results and evidences to 

conclude that the residents of Snow Wood neighborhood 

are at a higher risk of cancer because of their 

association with the Allen Park clay mine and field 

dump then residents of Dearborn or residents 

of either Wayne County or Tri-County area. However, 

the findings regarding the increase incidents of brain 

tumors in both sections of and liver cancer in females, 

may warrant further investigation. Now I submit, was 

that further investigation ever done? 

No 

Also according to wind direction monitoring, most of 

the time the residents of Melvindale are at more risk 

than those Dearborn Woods residents. Yes, somehow they 

were ignored. I believe that the ambient --- should 





request the study results for the area immediate to the 

facility from all three cities touching on this 

landfill within a 3 mile radius. I think a more 

updated study is needed at this time. Now I know that 

perhaps the cities have not requested these and I don't 

know why, but the ambient ______ _ should not ignore its 

responsibilities to protect the public. I do not know 

if the position of Allen Park's Mayor is a high level 

executive for Fords have come to play on this permit, 

and I pray it hasn't but I am sure that the Mayors of 

Melvindale and. Dearborn have concern over the impact 

that this facility has had on its residents. 

I would like to draw to your attention to Page 427 on 

the potential for human exposure via air pathway. Here 

are the dangers of fugitive emissions are cited. I 

have talked to residents in that area. They have 

expressed their displeasure at the fugitive dust from 

that facility in the past. Many did not even know that 

there was a hazardous waste dump there. They did not 

know that there could be heavy metals and other 

particulates such as named in this permit in that dust. 

They were upset because it was dirty. Now we see that 

these things have been kept so hush, hush that there's 

been,very little public education and that the people 

there should be taking more precautions than they are. 

The stuff isn't just dust it could have heavy metals in 





it. Is there some policy you have written somewhere 

that it says to keep the people in the dark so that it 

will make your job easier. why aren't you pushing 

public education on these facilities more so people can 

take the necessary precautions to protect themselves. 

At least there would be some added air monitoring. I 

give you that but that was required by law but I 

believe that the results from those monitoring stations 

and the landfill leakage, and if you see Page 285D it 

says where its going to go, should be also sent to 

local health departments of Melvindale, Allen Park and 

Dearborn so they may keep abreast of what is happening 

and to correlate this with any significant health 

problems in the area. 

Considering the nature and the kinds of waste and their 

potential for being a fugitive dust problem, I think 

that this is needed. Also, more information on the 

actual material handling at the facility is needed to 

educate the public. There's not a lot about that in 

this permit. I understand the condition on Page 164 to 

monitor the groundwater studies for this location but I 

do not believe in light of the past violations of the 

managing company, Wayne Disposal and their dioxin 

scandal at Wayne Landfill which I understand was found 

by accident because a probe was left over night and 

would probably have never known about it until this day 
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if that hadn't of happened. I would find the State at 

fault and possibly confront it with a lawsuit for 

negligence if they allow this. On Page 74, the last 

paragraph, the EPA rules talk about the possibility of 

mismanagement. That could happen here and it could be 

negligent of the EPA or DNR to waive any monitoring 

when the potential for this exist. This is further 

illustrated by their remarks on Page 36 under Hazardous 

Properties of Waste. The middle paragraph is their own 

application. This point was even argued by David 

Miller and Wayne Disposal in a letter included in the 

application dated February 16, 1984, Page 196. The 

data being reported on a quarterly basis is not often 

enough. If you consider the frequency, it could be up 

to four months before a problem is submitted. That 

happens on the first quarter of the first month of the 

first quarter. 

Also considering that the DNR may not get to it for a 

while, it causes undue delay in remedying any problems. 

Also, the demonstration analysis (see Page 463) for 

cyanide and phenol, should not be discontinued after 

the first three samples. Seeing that Ford Motor 

Company uses many of these in their operations, they 

should be tested at least monthly and as should the as 

needed hexavalent chromium and other metals. 





Mr. Traub: 

Mr. Brown: 

I also - one other thing that was just brought to my 

attention was the fact that mine - one of the reasons 

they stopped mining was because they took all of the 

clay out of it. Now you've have -you've gone down­

you don't have that clay barrier that you had before 

and I think you have to consider that when EPA talked 

about using sites like this as high clay sites to 

waiver ground monitoring, I'm sure they meant it had a 

high quantity of clay left and I don't think that this 

clay bed meets that specification. Thank you for the 

consideration on these matters. 

Thank you. Okay the last speaker for which I have a 

card for is John Brown. 

My name is John Brown, I live at 1286 Lindon in 

Dearborn, two and a half blocks away from this toxic 

landfill. I'm a little bit concerned about the notice 

that I have to say allegedly you all gave to the 

parties concerned. You've heard from the Mayor of 

Melvindale and the representative from Allen Park and 

our representative from Dearborn. But let me tell you 

back in 1982, I happen to be a Director at that time of 

our Snow Woods Neighborhood Association, and at that 

time our Association of 2500 people were very much 

concern with and about what has happened in that clay 

mine, the toxic waste that's being dumped there and we 
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Mr. Traub: 

Mr. Babbage: 

had various meetings with the DNR. I'm concerned 

because it was only today when a neighbor called me and 

said "have you seen your Dearborn Press and Guide", now 

is that timely notice? In today's paper it says 

"public hearing tonight for Ford Landfill". Now pardon 

my English but that's Bull-shit. Is that timely 

notice? Had we had people and we knew about that, we 

would have had this audience full, it would have been 

full of people. Now I'm requesting that you adjourn 

this meeting and give timely notice to Dearborn, Allen 

Park and Melvindale so that the residents will get out 

and you will see the concern that's being taken here. 

If you don't choose to do that, then I respectfully 

request that you deny the permit. Thank you. 

Okay, I have another card here from Mr. Babbage. 

I'm Councilman David L. Babbage of Allen Park. My last 

name is spelled B A B B A G E. I have a couple of 

concerns but the first concern that I want to address 

is the not the last speaker but the previous speaker 

addressed a concern of Mayor Richards working at Ford 

Motor Company. I assure you that Mayor Richards and 

the City Council has these concerns about this and 

Artis Bennett which is our building inspector and our 

environmental inspector, rose those concerns and I hope 

that you take and listen to the concerns and give 
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Mr. Traub: 

Ms. Rauls: 

Mr. Traub: 

credence to that to all the speakers except for that 

one note of derogatory to Mr. Richards. Thank you. 

Okay, thank you. That is all the cards I have for 

people who wish to speak. Again I repeat, if there are 

any of you here who have not yet signed up on a card, 

please do so that we will know that you were here, your 

name and comments and again, note the sign-up sheets if 

you wish copies of the final decision and the 

transcript of the hearing. At this time I'm going to 

officially end the formal - sure. 

I didn't write on the card that I wanted to speak, but 

I have one thing. My name is Geraldine Rauls, I'm from 

Dearborn. My husband passed away a year and a half 

ago. Contributing to his death was the Ford Motor 

Company. Now is this same company going to contribute 

to my death or the death of my children or my 

grandchildren? I would suggest you look rather closely 

at this facility before you turn over management to 

Wayne - before you turn over management to anybody else 

and you take a strict look at every inspection to make 

sure it is being run properly to keep us all alive. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Robert Behrendt. 





Mr. Behrendt: 

Mr. Traub: 

Yes its B E H R EN D T. I'm representing the City 

Engineers for the City of Allen Park. I just would 

like to make a brief statement regarding the 

information that has been given to the City of Allen 

Park. Our company on the behalf of the City of Allen 

Park has reviewed this information briefly, and the 

general comment we would like to make is that the two 

substances that would be given a permit to be disposed 

at that site we feel if the guidelines would be 

followed that they can be environmentally held safely 

there and would be of no concern of the residents of 

Allen Park if done properly. 

I did want to make the statement that regarding Artis 

Bennett's statement that the City of Allen Park should 

be informed on any issues that would be arising at that 

facility in Allen Park. That all I have to say. 

Okay, thank you. Do we have everybody who has spoken 

or wishes to speak please? Okay. At this time I will 

close the official part of the public hearing. As I 

said before the responses to your comments and 

questions and concerns presented previously, will be 

addressed in our formal response to comments. We will 

stay around up here to answer your questions in an 

informal session in a question and answer period. 





Right now I'd like to close the formal part of the 

public hearing. 



I 

I 


